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ments to the bill; others were also moved by other 
ntlemen, some of which were agreed, to and 
others rejected. The details of all of which will 
be given when the consideration of the bill and 
amendments comes up in the House. 

At about half past twelve o’clock the committee 
rose and reported the bill and amendments to the | 
House, and they were ordered to be printed. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, May 25, 1836. 


Mr. McKEAN presented the memorial of 
sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the admission of Arkansas into the Union 
as a slave State; which was laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on | 
Pensions, reported without amendment the bill | 
for the relief of Henry Flicker. | 
Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, | 
reported the bill for the relief of James Taylor, | 
without amendment. 
Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, reported without amendment sev- | 
eral bills that had been referred to that commit- 
tee. : 
Mr. WALKER opposed the amendment. He | 
would gladly support any measure calculated to | 
relieve the commerce of the West from the burdens | 


imposed on it by the extravagant tolls of this | 
canal; but he could not, consistently with his | 























MARINE CORPS. 


Mr. ROBBINS asked and obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution to authorize the offi- 
cers of the Marine Corps, while engaged in actual 
service, to receive the allowances to which the 
are entitled by the act of June 30, 1834; whic 
was read twice and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


The bill to authorize the purchase, on the part 
of the United States, of the private stock in the 
Louisville and Portland Canal, was taken up as 
the general order. 

r. HENDRICKS and Mr. CRITTENDEN 
severally addressed the Senate in support of the 
bill; after which 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved to amend it by pro- 
viding that the stock may be purchased at a 
price not exceeding twelve and a half per cent. 
above par value instead of at par. 


views of the Constitution, vote for a measure 
which would make the United States joint partners 
in a stock company, and a collector of tolls. He 
viewed this as a revival of the system of internal 
improvements in its worst form; and it was, in 
his opinion, equally objectionable for the United | 
States to collect tolls at the locks of a canal as at | 
the gates of the Cumberland road. | 

r. BENTON spoke in favor of the amend- | 
ment; showing the great importance of purchas- 
ing out this stock to relieve the commerce of the 
western cities from the injurious burdens now 
imposed on it. Mr. B. spoke of the tolls on this 
canal as being now double as much as they were 
at the commencement, and said that they were so 
extravagant that he regarded them more as a fine, 
or a penalty on the boats for passing the canal, 
than as an ordinary toll. Boats, he said, in some 
instances, pay as much in a year for tolls as the 
whole amount of their cost, and sometimes more 
than the amount of profit divided among the 
stockholders; while the extravagant charges on 
flat-boats and keel-boats were such that the 

h boarding put up at their sides to keep in 
the loose articles, were calculated as being part 
of their tonnage, thus charging thirty or forty 
dollars toll on a common flat-boat. 

Messrs. EWING of Ohio, HENDRICKS, 

and CRITTENDEN, also addressed the Senate 
in favor of the amendment; after which the ques- || 
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tion on the amendment was taken, and lost by 
the following vote: 





YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of 
Illinois, Ewing of Obio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent 
Linn, Morris, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Robinson, and 
Webster—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black,-Brown, Calhoun, Grundy, Hill, 
Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Me- 
Kean, Mangum, Moore, Niles, Rives, Ruggles, Shepley, 
— Tallmadge, Tomlinson, Walker, White, and Wright 


Mr. CRITETNDEN then moved to amend the 
bill by striking out the proviso in the first section, 
which is in the following words: 


Provided, That so much of said stock can be procured 
at par value, within the present year, as will give the United 
States the control of the company. 


_And also the second and third sectioris of the 
bill, which read as follows: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if it be found 
impracticable to purchase the stock agreeable to the fore- 
going section of this act, then the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized to sell the United States stock to said 
company at market price, not below par value. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Seerctary of | 
the Treasury shall vote for the president and directors of 
said company, according to such number of shares as shall | 
belong to the United States atthe time of giving such vote ; 
and to receive upon said stock the proportion of the tolls 






which shall from time to time be due to the United States. 


And to insert, at the end of the first proviso, 
that the price of the stock shall not be more than 
twelve and a half per cent. above the par value. 

After some remarks from Messrs. LINN and | 
WALKER, 

Mr. BENTON thought a majority could go | 
for it if a little time were allowed to regulate its 
details. He wished, therefore, that it might lay 
over until to-morrow morning. This was one 
thing he was in favor of. He was informed that 
the tolls were doubled, and he was in favor of a 
reduction of them. They were enormous at first; 
and they were now no longer tolls, but a fine—a 
penalty—a penalty on those who went through. 
Owners of boats had shown him bow enormous 
the amount was. There were boats that had, in | 
two or three years, paid as much toll as the ori- 
ginal amount of the cost of the boats themselves; 
and loose boats that were used to keep the load- 
ing in were actually charged as tonnage in weigh- 
ing the boats. He wished to obviate the impo- 
sition as far as the United States was concerned. 

Mr. BENTON concluded by suggesting the 
following as an amendment: 

** And from and after the passing of this act, no toll shall 


be collected on any stock owned by the United States in 
the said canal.”’ 


After some remarks from Messrs. WEBSTER, 
a HENDRICKS, and CRITTEN- 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, suggested that it would 
be better to lay the bill over until the next day, 
that gentlemen might, in the mean time, consider 
what shape it would be best to give it, in order 
to ape its passage. 

he bill was accordingly postponed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Treasury Department, in answer to a resolution 
of the Senate, submitted by Mr. Ewine, of Ohio, 
containing a statement relative to the transfer of 
public moneys from certain Ohio banks to banks 
east of the Alleghanies; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- 

lution; which was considered, and agreed to: 
Resol cae —— - Commas be weemeeee 
inquire into the e iency of establis of en 

at Vieksburg and Grand Gulf, in the State of Misstseipp. 

Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Belleville to Pinckneyville, 
in the State of Illinois. 






tion; which was considered, and agreed to: 
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Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- 





Resoived, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of procuring a site 


and building an arsenal at or near Memphis, in the State of 
Tennessee. 


Mr. WRIGHT submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post road from Rochester, through the towns 
upon the canal, to Buffalo, in the State of New York ; and 
also, a post road from Sand Banks, in the county of Oswego 


to Mannsville, in the county of Jefferson, in the State of 
New York. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


_ Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, introduced a bill providing for the 
increase of the medical staff of the Army; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the pur- 
chase of sites, the collection of materials, and 
the commencement of certain fortifications, was 
taken up; the question being on Mr, Benton’s 
motion to strike out $100,000 for fortifiations for 
Salem, Massachusetts, and insert ‘for’ fortifica- 
tions at Salem, Massachusetts, $75,000 annually 
for two years.”’ 

Mr. WEBSTER addressed the Senate in op- 
position to the system of making appropriations 
in advance; after which the question was taken, 
and the amendment was rejected by the following 
vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Ewing 
of Illinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
Linn, Nicholson, Rives, Robinson, Ruggies, Shepley, Tall- 
madge, Walker, and Wright—17. 

NAYS — Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Rendricks, Kent, King of 
Georgia, Leigh, McKean, Mangura, Moore, Naudain. Por- 
ter, Prentiss, Robbins, Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and 
White—21. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill was fur- 
ther amended by increasing the appropriations 
fur fortifications at Federal Point, North Carolina, 
from $12,000 to $18,000, and for fortifications at 
Fort St. Philip, from $77,800 to $100,000. 

Mr. B. then submitted amendments making the 
appropriations for two years, instead of one, for 
New Bedford, Massachusetts, New London, 
Connecticut, Soller’s Flats, Fort Barancas, the 
ev ype on which were severally put, and re- 
jecte mes 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
the question on concurring in the amendments 
made in Committee of the Whole was taken, as 
follows: 

The first question was on ae in the 
amendment making the appropriations for forti- 
fications at Penobscot bay, $75,000 — for 
two years, instead of $100,000, as in the bill. 

This amendment was rejected—yeas 20, nays 
21, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Ala, 
bama, Linn, Morris, Nicholas. Preston, Rives, Robinson, 
R s, Shepley, Tallmadge Walker, and Wright—-20. 

AYS—Messrs. Blagk, Calhoun, Crittenden, Davis, 

Ewing of Ohio, Golds » Hendricks, Kent, King of 

ia, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Por- 

ter, Prentiss, Robbins, Swift, Tomiinson, Webster, and 
White—21. 

The question was next taken on making the 
appropriations for fortifications at Kennebec, 
$—— annually for two years, instead of $100,000 
as in the bill, and also rejected by the following 
vote: 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shep- 
ley, Tallmadge, Walker, and Wright—19. 
NAYS—Messis. Black, Calhoun, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, King of 
ar Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Seneca 
ter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Swift, Tomlinson, Web- 
ster, and White—22. 

The amendments for fortifications at Portland, 
$75,000 per annam for two years, instead of 
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$100,000, and for Portsmouth, $150,000 per annum 
for two years, instead of $200,000, were also re- 


’ The remainder of the amendments made in com- 
mittee were then concurred in. : 

Mr. PRESTON then moved to strike out the 
appropriations for fortifications at Kennebec. He 
had made this motion (he said) when there was 
not a full Senate, and it was rejected. He wished 
now that the Senate was full to try the principle, 
whether appropriations should be made where 
there were no plans or estimates. 

After some remarks from Messrs, PRESTON 
and CRITTENDEN this motion was rejected— 
yeas 1], nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Crittenden, Ewing of Ohio, 
King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Preston, 

White—1l. 

NAYS ageners. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cuth- 
bert, Davis, Ewing of Iinois, Goldsborough, sent Hul, 
Hendricks, Kent, King of Alabama, Linn, McKean, Morris, 
Nicholas, Niles. Porter, Rives, Robbins, Rtobinson, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge , Tomlinson, Walker, and Webster—29. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


DEPOSITS OF THE PUBLIC MONEYS. 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate took 
up the bill to regulate the deposits of the public | 
moneys, when Mr. C, was permitted, by general | 
consent, to modify the bill by adding new sections, | 
the purport of which is, that the unexpended bal- | 
ance remaining in the Treasury, on the 31st of 
December of each year, except dollars, shall 
be deposited with the several States of the Union, 
each In proportion to its population ; that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall notify the Executive of | 
each State that the sum allotted to his State will be | 

aid on the warrant of the chief magistrate of said | 

tate, or deposited in the State Treasury at his | 
option; the sum thus deposited with the States to 
be retained without interest until wanted by the | 
General Government; and that months’ no- | 
tice shall be given before it is withdrawn; that | 
where a State is not authorized by its existing 
laws to receive the deposit, the sum allotted to 
it shall be transferred to it on the warrant of its 
Executive, or deposited in its ‘Treasury, as soon | 
as it shall have passed a law authorizing such | 
transfer or deposit: this act to continue in force | 
till the 30th of June, 1842. 

The qnestion then recurred on Mr. Waricut’s 
amendment, providing for the investment of the | 
surplus in th » Treasury in some safe public | 
stocks, &c., and it being late in the evening, 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the bill was laid | 
on the table, with an understanding to take it up 
to-morrow. 

THE DISTRICT BANKS. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill 
to recharter the several banks of the District of 
Columbia was taken up, and considered as in 
Commitice of the Whole, and, after sundry amend- 
ments, the bill was ordered to be printed as 
amended, and made the order of the day for Fri- 
day next. 

ADMISSION OF ARKANSAS. 

On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the bill sup- 
plementary to the act providing for the admission 
of Arkansas into the Union was taken up and | 
considered, as in Committee of the Whole, and 1 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading | 

The Senate then adjourned. 














HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 25, 1836. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency of providing for the payment | 
of the claim of Theodore Lewis, for the loss of a horse, | 
while acting as an officer of the Louisiana militia during | 
the recent war in Florida. 

On motion of Mr. OWENS, it was 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee inquire into the 
expedieicy of revising the act of Congress confirming the 
act of Georgia, in 1804, so far as the port of St. 
Mary’s is concerned, allowing the health officer to collect 
certain tonnage duties in that port. 

ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of Mr. Pivcxney from the committee on 
the subject of the abolition of slavery. 


| House wou 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. - 


The immediate question pending was the mo- 
tion of Mr. Rosertson, to recommit the report 
to the same committee, with instructions to report 
a resolution declaring that Congress has not the 

wer to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. ROBERTSON resumed, and spoke about 
an hour, in conclusion of the remarks which he 
had commenced on former days. [They will be 
given meee) 

Mr. OWENS did not rise for the purpose of 
discussing this subject. Every member must be 
satisfied that the debate was unprofitable; he 
therefore moved the previous question, which he 
— would be sustained by the House. 

fr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, called for the 
orders of the day, but the House refused to sus- 
tain the call—ayes 64, noes 86. 

Mr. ADAMS wished to reply to the arguments 
of the gentleman from Virginia who hat just 
addressed the House. 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that the 
previous question had been moved. 

Mr. WISE inquired whether it was competent 
to move the previous question, the hour having 
arrived for proceeding to the orders of the day? 

The CHAIR saad that, under the rule, unless 
a motion was made and carried to proceed to the 
consideration of the orders of the day, the sub- 
ject before the House would not have been arrested 
until the hour for proceeding to the special order. 
After the expiration of the morning hour, no 
motion having been made to take up the orders 
of the day, it was competent to move the previous 
question upon the subject under consideration. 

Mr. ADAMS asked the gentleman from Geor- 
gia to withdraw his motion for the previous 
question. 

Mr. ‘TOWNS made a similar request, and re- 
marked that, from the first day this subject was 


|| presented to the consideration of the House to 


the present moment, he had taken no part in the 


|| discussion. ‘There were now reasons opens 
1 


on his mind, inducing him to desire that this 
opportunity be afforded him to submit the views 
he entertained, and the reasons that would regu- 
late his vote. 

Mr. OWENS had made the motion on the 
most mature deliberation, and could not with- 
draw it. 

Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision of the 
Speaker, that it was competent, under the circum- 
stancés, to move the previous question. 

The CHAIR requested the gentleman to reduce 
his appeal to writing. 

After a short time, Mr. ADAMS rose and with- 
drew the es , Stating that he did not believe the 

d be disposed to stifle debate by sus- 
taining the previous question. 

Mr. PATTON rose to make an appeal to the 

entleman from Georgia [Mr. Owens] to with- 
San his motion, 

Mr. LEE, of New York, called the gentleman 
to order, as the subject was not debatable. 

Mr. OWENS must adhere to his determination 
not to withdraw his motion. 

The previous question was then seconded— 
ayes 95, noes 82. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 
for the yeas and nays on the previous question; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. STORER inquired what would be the effect 
of the previous question ? 

The CHAIR said, if the previous question was 
sustained, it would cut off all amendments, and 
the main question would be on the adoption of 


the resolutions reported by the select committee. 





Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. Te 

The CHAIR had, in answer to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from Ohio, stated what would be 
the effect of sustaining the previous question, and 
had made no decision upon whic. 
would lie at that time. : 

Mr. ADAMS was aware thut a slaveholding 
Speaker occupied the chair. 

Here Mr. 
members. 

Mr. WISE moved a call of the House, and 
asked for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 


and were—yeas 87, noes 108. So the motion was 
negatived. 


an appeal 


- was called to order by various 


Mr. STORER moved to lay the previous ques- _ 


tion on the table, including report and reso- 
lutions of the committee, and the amendments to 
the same; which was negatived without a count. 

Mr. ADAMS desired to know what would be 
the main question, and that it might be stated on 
the Journals? 

The SPEAKER repeated, that, if the previous 
question was sustained, the main question would 
be on the adoption of the resolutions reported by 
the select comniittee. 

Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision, 

Mr. BOON rose to order. It would be time 
enough to raise this question when the previous 
question was sustained. 

Mr. ADAMS. I speak to a point of order; 
and desire to take an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. PATTON said it seemed to him, that it 
should first be determined what the main question 
would be, as that consideration might influence 
the vote of gentlemen. Peradventure the House 
might reverse the decision of the Chair. He 
hoped, therefore, that the decision of the Speaker, 
as to the effect of the main question, would be 
first entertained, so that they might subsequently 
vote understandingly. 

The CHAIR would entertain the appeal of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (although irregu- 
lar,) it not being material, as to the icular 

oint of time, when it might properly be taken. 
his was the first time that this question had 
been made; but the Chair was very clear in the 
opinion, that if the previous question was sus- 
tained, the question would be on the adoption of 
the resolutions reported by the select committee. 

Mr. PHILLIPS desired the opinion of the 
Chair upon another point, which was, whether the 
committee had not transcended their powers in 
reporting the third resolution. 

The CHAIR could not draw this question 
within the vortex of the point of order. If the 
House was of opinion that, in reporting the reso- 
lution referred to, the committee had transcended 
its powers, it would be a reason for negativing 
the resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved the 
previous question upon Mr. Apams’s appeal, but 
subsequently withdrew it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, am I gagged, or 
not? 

The CHAIR replied, that under a recent de- 
cision of the House, it was not competent, after 
the previons question had been moved and sec- 
onded, to debate a point of order. 

Mr. ADAMS demanded that the Speaker 
should reduce his decision to writing. 

The CHAIR said that the gentleman had no 
right, under the rules, to require his decision to 
be reduced to writing. 

Mr. ADAMS. I appeal from that decision. 

The CHAIR said it was not in order to pile 
one appeal upon another. 

The decision of the Chair upon Mr. Apams’s 
first appeal was then sustained without a count. 

The House then decided that the main ques- 
tion should be put—yeas 109, nays 89; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, 
Beaumont, Bockee, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, 
Burns, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Cha n, Cleve- 
land oles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, 
Doubleday, em Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlin, French, 
Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Haley, Joseph 
Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, 
Haynes, Henderson, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Hunts- 
man, I , Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, . 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyail, Lucas, 
Abijah Mann, Job Mann, William » Moses Mason, 
May, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, 
Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker. ’ 
Dujee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, John Reynolds, 


Joseph Reynolds, Ri eene, Soe — Shinn 
Fhomplon sun Spent ae ee % 
ouccy, Turner 

Ward, W ; Webster, Weeks’ and Sherrod Williams 
~ NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
— Bell, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, B Bunch, Wil- 
liam B. » Carter. ohn Chambers, 

Nathaniel H. , John F. H. Claiborne, 


> 
Clark Corwin, Crane Deberry, Denny, Everett, 
Philo C Faller, Jasna’ Garaal’ Gaeous, Gruner Grant- 


Kennon, 


Jand, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard; , 


Harper, Hazeltine, Holsey, Howell, Hunt, 


y: 
Ingersoll William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Henry ; 
J W. Jones, Lawler, Lawrence, Cay, Luke lee, Lewis, 
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Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Martin, McCarty, McKay, McKen- Mr. HAWES moved that it be referred toa |} House. Sir, have information in my posses- 
nan, Mereer, 3 ok eng ation, Petigrew, oe Committee of the Whole on the state of the || sion of a character that would excite the deepest 
eee iniam B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd Slade. Union; which was agreed to. | sympathy. Yes, sir, every mail from Georgia 
Spangler, Standefer, le, Storer, Taliaferro, Waday On motion of Mr. LEWIS, and by general |} tells me the story of death; butcheries the most 
eee wet owen me White, Whitte- |) consent, the House then went into committee on | revolting are perpetrated every day on the borders _ 
} 


the above resolution, (Mr. A. H. Sueprerp in 
the shit) 

Mr. HAWES briefly opposed the resolution, 
on the ground that it was oth impolitic and un- 
constitutional. 

Mr. LEWIS addressed the committee in reply 
to the gentleman from Kentucky. He said the | 
gentleman had very suddenly sprung a grave | 
constitutional question upon a very small matter. 
The gentleman was mistaken, if he supposed that | 


of Alabama, and on the frontiers of Georgia. 
The merciless savage has overrun almost the 
entire country from Columbus to Montgomery. 
One scene of wide-spread desolation alone is to 
seen in that quarter, where but a short time since 
there were peace, quiet, and prosperity. And 
such, sir, has been the unparalleled devastation of 
preeetty and life, that there is scarcely a human 
eing to be seen in all that country, unless it be the 
merciless foe, or some unfortunate settler flying 


Mr. HEISTER called for a division of the 
question and asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The first resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Congress s no constitutional 


authority to interfere in any way with the institution of 
slavery in any of the States of this Confederacy. 


Mr. ADAMS said if the House would allow 
him five minutes’ time, he pledged himself to 
prove that resolution false “a utterly untrue. 

Mr. A. was here called to order in different 








rts of the House, and resumed his seat. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the 
first resolution; which resulted—yeas 182, yeas 
9; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Anthony, 
Ash, Bailey, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, 
Bond, Boon Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, 
Buchanan, Bunch, Burns, William B. Calhoun, Cambre- 
jeng, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, 
Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. i. Claiborne, 
Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, 
Crane, Cushing, Cushman, Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday. 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlin, French, Fry, Philo 
C. Faller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, 
Gillet, Granger, Grantland, Graves, Grennell, Haley, Joseph 
Hall, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hanne » Hard, Harlan, Harper, 
Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, 
Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Howard, Howell, Hub- 
ley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez 
Jackson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Jose 
Richard M. Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, 

ore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, La) 

awler, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, 
Lea, Leonard, Lincoin, —, Love, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, Martin, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, 
William Mason, May, McCarty, McComas, McKay, Mc- 
Kennan, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Mercer, Miller, Milli- 
gn Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, 

arker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Dutce J. Pearce, Franklin 
Pierce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Pinckney, Reed, Rencher, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, 
Schenck, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, 
Speight, Sprague, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Sutherland, 
Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, 
Towns, Turner, Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinton, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, White, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—182. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams Clark, Denny Everett, William 
Jackson, Janes, Phillips, Potts, and Slade—9. 

When the name of Mr. Guascocx was called, 
he declined voting, and asked to be excused. 
His objections to the resolution had been made 
known on a former occasion. He had seen no 
reason to alter his opinion, and would never as- 
sent to raise the question of slavery in the States 
in any manner or form whatever. 

Messrs. PICKENS and ROBERTSON also 
asked to be excused. 

When the name of Mr. Tuompson of South 
Carolina was called, he rose and remarked that 
he could not, in conscience, vote upon the reso- 
lution, nor could he ask to be excused. 

Mr. WISE, in answer to his name, said: I 
positively refuse to vote upon that question. 

The roll having been called through— 

The question recurred on the motion to 
excuse the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Guas- 
cock] from see 

Mr. ADAMS demanded that the gentleman’s 
reasons be reduced to writing, and entered on the 
Journal; and was proceeding to address the House 
on the subject, when the hour of one having ar- 
rived, the House passed to the special order of 
the day. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

By consent, the following bills from the Senate 
were taken up and referred: | 

A bill to carry into effect in the States of Ala- 
bama and Mississippi the existing contracts with 
those States in regard to the five per cent. fund 
and the schooi reservation. To the Committee on 
Public Lands. . ; 

_ A bill to authorize the appointment of addi- 
— paymasters. To the Committee on Military 
airs. 

Also, a joint resolution authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to furnish rations to 
certain inhabitants of Alabama. . 

Mr, LEWIS urged the speedy action of the 
House upon this resolution, in consequence of 
the disastrous condition of the country. 


Johnson, 
ennon, Kil- 
rte, 
uke 





Creek country who had been thrown on the fron- 
tier of Alabama and Georgia, were to be fed at 


| 


has been this war, when the Indian was ready 


| to deal out death in all it horrors, few, if any, 


it was proposed that all the settlers from the from the tomahawkand scalping knife. So sudden ‘ 
| 


the public expense. On the contrary, sir, this || were prepared to give the slightest resistance; 


boon was asked only for the poor, and the extreme 
poor, who had been driven from their homes by 
the savages, and, in many instances, were forced 
to abandon, not only their homes, but their pro- 
visions, stock, and, in some instances, even their 
negroes. It was said, that, in the little town of 
Columbus, there were now twelve hundred per- 
sons from the Creek country, who were living 
upon the liberality and hospitality of the people 
of that town. Children were there whose parents 
had been murdered at night by the Indians; wid- 
ows whose husbands had fallen under the toma- 
hawk; some driven from their midnight slumbers, 
and forced, even in a state of nudity, to fly to the 
adjoining frontier for protection. 

ir, the Government surely owed protection to 
these people; they are now endeavoring to afford 
them that protection; and is not subsisting these 
people a part of that protection for‘which we are 
sending armies and voting appropriations for 


their defense? Sir, I ask nothing except for the || 


poor and the unfortunate. Our wealthy citizens 
will never call on the commissary for their pro- 
visions; and even the poor, I trust, will not need 
it long. All that I ask is, to grant us that pro- 
tection against the consequences of Indian hostili- 
ties which we have aright to claim from this 
Government. I see no difference, sir, between 
this case and the one under which this House 
has already voted rations to the sufferers in Flor- 
ida. 

Sir, I respect the constitutional scruples of 
every gentleman on this floor. lask nogratuity, 
no charity, but simply demand justice of this 
Government. I require of this Government mere- 
ly to repair the losses which have resulted for 
want of that protection which the people have not 
received; and which, if they had received, would 
have enabled them to have subsisted themselves 
at home, without calling on this Government. In 
making this remark, I do not intend to censure 
the Government, but merely to state the circum- 
stances under which this application is made. It 
is a requisition of sheer justice, growing out of 
the obligation of this Government to protect the 

ersons to whom they have sold land in, the 
Creek country, against the hostility of these In- 
dians, until eey are removed west of the Mis- 
sissippi. 

r. TOWNS moved an amendment to extend 
the provisions of the resolution to citizens of 
Georgia, under the same circumstances as the 
citizens of Alabama, provided for in the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. T. said: Mr. Chairman, in support of the 
amendment I have had the honor to offer, no par- 
ticular argument is necessary, as it does not vary 
the principle of the resolution. I must confess 
that 1 heard with regret the remarks of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Pens (Mr. Hawes] 
in opposition to the resolution. I should always 
be a to have the coéperation of that gen- 
tleman on any question, and on none more than 
the present. The gentleman has placed his oppo- 
sition on the ground that there is no power in 
the House to adopt the resolution; I do not intend 
to meet this objection by anything like argu- 
ment on the constitutional question; it is not 
necessary. It has fallen to the lut of the gentle- 
man, oftener than once during the present ses- 


sion, to make the same objection to other reso- || 


lutions involving the same principle, and as often 
as made has uaiformly been voted down by the 








| 


unprotected with arms or ammunition, the honest 
settler of the country felt it to be his firs® duty 
to yield to the intreaties of wife and children, to 
fly for safety; and the melancholy story but too 
often reaches us, when thus flying, that many 
of them have fallen victims to the most cruel of 
all deaths, the scalping knife and tomahawk, 
This population under such a panic could not be 


| expected, even if they bad the means, of remov- 
| ing their property. Delay was death, and to col- 


lect the women and children, and bid them ff 


. . ’ 
| was the first and the only thing either thodght 
| of or desired. Perhaps, sir, at no former time 


| Can it then, sir—could it be expected, that a whole 


| 

‘ 

| was evera panic more general, or danger greater. 
' 

| 

i 


| the limits of their own State, coul 


population, driven before a arr foe beyond 
have provided 


| themselves with the ordinary comforts of life ? 


| Could it be expected, when deprived of house, 


| home, and property, that they can supply them- 


selves with the necessary meana of subsistence? 


| Can it be supposed that the citizens of Georgia, 


| however charitable and benevolent, (and I am 
| proud to say éhey are entitled to that character,) 


can support a population of such vast numbers 
as must have been suddenly thrown upon them 
in the severest season of the year? Sir, | know 
too well the feeling of this House to doubt for 
one moment the fate of the resolution. Let it 
pass speedily; and let that aid, so indispensable 
to the very existence of the unfortunate people 
on the frontiers of Georgia, receive that prompt 
and efficient aid that a wise and humane policy 
would demand. Let us not consume the time of 
the committee by useless discussion, when, but 
for the aid of the relief intended by this resolu- 
tion, hundreds of your valuable citizens wiil be 
reduced to the greatest distress. 

Mr. EVERETT said he felt some difficulty in 
voting for the resolution. He felt every desire 
| to support it, if he could do it with propriety; 
and as evidence of the sincerity of this declara- 





| tion he would appeal to his votes on former og 


| 


casions of an analogous character. He had vote 


_ supplies to the suffering inhabitants, the poor of 


' 


this city; he had done this on the ground that 
Congress was the only power to which this Dis- 
trict could look for relief. He had voted fora 
ration bill for the sufferers of Florida. He had 
been glad to find principles by which he could 


| support views so consonant to his feelings. But 


| 
| 


| with 
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this case had no such support. It was an appli- 
cation in favor of the inhabitants of a State, te 
whose Legislature they canapply for relief. The 
ntlemen from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusine and 
Mir. Apams] had placed it on the war power; but 
he would submit to those gentlemen, whether the 
resolution was within the limits of that principic® 
presumed that a commanding officer was 
bound to support, if he has the means, such in- 
habitants that the chance of war may drive within 
his lines, or under his immediate protection. For 
this purpose, no resolution was necessary; but 
if necessary, he would assuredly vote for it. But 
after the inhabitants had p themselves out 
of the protection of the military power, and mixed 
e mass of the inhabitants, they were — 
longer entitled to support. The resolution 
ao such restriction. PY authorized the officer to 
gite rations to all the sufferers who, in conse- 
uence of the war, were redu to want. He 
| did not mean to say that he should not eventu- 
ally support the resolution. His feelings strongly 
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induced him in its favor; but at preggnt he could 
not see his way cleartodoit. 
He desired to propose a question to the dele- 
tions of those States asking the relief—Georgia 
and Alabama. Do the laws of those States rec- 
ognize the existence of any Indian nation within 
their limits? He did not ask the question because 
he doubted the fact of their existence; he fully 


recognized them. He did not put the question | 


to the Government; the Government recognized 
them, and by the most solemn existing treaties. 
No; he asked these delegations whether their 
laws recognized them as nations? 

Then, if not nations, they are, so far as the laws 
of those States can make them, a part of the 
inhabitants of the State, and, as such, can rise in 
insurrection, commit depredations, but not go to 
war. 
would ask them to distinguish the case from a 
simil 
their slaves. _We are equally bound to defend 
them against domestic vio!ence asagainst the evils 
of war. 
a case in which the United States would be bound 


This being the claim of these States, he | 


j 
| 
} 
| 











LEWIS, and HOWARD; when Mr. PARKER 
withdrew it. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Towns;] 
which, after a few remarks from Mr. LANE, 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWES again opposed the resolution. 
He condemned the policy of providing for our 
citizens in this way, for it was holding out an in- 
ducement to them not to take measures to protect 
themselves. 

The resolution was advocated by Messrs. 
LEWIS, LANE, GLASCOCK, CUSHING, 


| HOLSEY, WISE, MAURY, LAWLER, 


| 


| 


distress arising from an insurrection of | 


the immediate protection of its military force? | 


He begged gentlemen to see to what point the 
principles of this resolutfon would lead them. 
He said the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mg. Snenes had been rebuked for forewarning 
the South of impending danger. He said that 
the warning might produce the very evils it pre- 
dicted. 


should be received in a different temper. He 


thought it the duty of those who foresaw, or be- | 


lieved they foresaw, impending danger, to give 


the earliest warning. For one, he thought the | 


danger to the South, on its whole southern border, 
from Louisiana to Georgia, was imminent, and 
that it was not the part of members to shut their 
eyes against it. 
Mr. LEWIS, in reply to the question pro- 
unded to him by the gentleman ffom Vermont, 
Mr. Evererr,) said that the Creek Indians were 
certainly not citizens of Alabama, in the full legal 
ucceptation of that term. They wanted many 
of the ee rights avd priviéges of citizen- 
ship. Nor were they an independent nation. 
Such independence, within the limits of a sover- 
eign State, was incompatible with its sovereignty. 
The laws of the State had been extended over 


He thought, however, those warnings | 


| 


| 


the entire Creek country, and such laws embraced | 
within their jurisdiction all persons, Indians as | 


well as white men. One of the anomalies in the 


situation of these Creek Indians is, that the Gov- | 


ernment has formed with them certain treaty 
stipulations. They are the only portion of the 
population of Alabama with wiseh the Govern- 
ment ever has, or ever can, hold treaty stipula- 
tions. They are allowed by the treaty to remain 
within the State five years from the date of the 
treaty; even though they may, in the mean time, 
have sold their lands. 
treaty stipulations is now in a state of progress 
by this Government. During the pendency of 
these measures, these Indians are in a state of 
pupilage to this Government, and will remain so, 
until they are removed west of the Mississippi. 
All their contracts for the disposition of their 


lands are made only in obedience to the will of | 


the President. In this state of things, it surely 
becomes the duty of the Government to protect, 
not only the Indians from the citizens, but the 
citizens from the Indians, and articularly such 
citizens as have purchased lands from these In- 
— by the consent of the Government. If, 

m any cause whatever, this protection has not 


The fulfillment of these | 





been afforded, this Government is certainly re- | 


sponsible to the citizens for all the consequences 
of this want of protection. It is upon this re- 
sponsibility (Mr. L. said) he rested this claim on 
e Government, to give rations to those who had 
been deprived of the means of subsisting them- 
selves, for the want of that very protection which 
the Government was bound to afford. 
The amendment was briefly discussed by Mr. 
WHITTLESEY of Ohio, and Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. PARKER moved to amend the resolution 
by inserting a specific sum of $20,000. 
hisamendment was brifly discussed by Messrs. 
WHITE of Florida, WHITTLESE of Ohio, 
HUNTSMAN, GRANTLAND, HOLSEY, 





| 


i} 
e asag '| ernment having failed to extend that protection to 
And, he would ask if that would afford | 


| 


| 





HAYNES, and UNDERWOOD; and opposed 
by Messrs. THOMPSON of South Carolina, 
ADAMS, and EVERETT. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, moved 
the following amendment, to come in at the end 
of the resolution. With this amendment he said 
he could alone vote for the resolution: ‘* the Gov- 


those sufferers, which it was its bounden duty to 


L | have done.”’ 
to afford.rations to the sufferers, when not under || 


The resolution was further discussed by Messrs. 
WISE and MILLER. 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, the committee then 
rose and reported. 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, 

Mr. LANE then moved that the Committee 


| of the Whole be discharged from the further con- 
| sideration of the resolution; which was agreed to. 


All amendments being cut off by the discharge 
of the Committee of the. Whole from the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. MILLER renewed the amendment moved 
by Mr. Towns in committee; which was agreed 


to. 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida, moved to strike out 


| the words, ‘* who are unable to provide for them- 


selves.”’ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, demanded the 
previous question; which was seconded—yeas 
88, nays 34. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
and the resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. Having been engrossed, it 
was read a third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER presented to the House sundry 
executive communications; which were appro- 
priately referred. 

The House then adjourned, at half past six, 
p. m. 


. IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 26, 1836. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the inhab- 
itants of Prairie du Chien. 

Messrs. TALLMADGE and NICHOLAS re- 
ported, without amendment, several bills from the 
House that had been referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ‘ 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, reported a bill for the relief 
of Thomas T. Barton, without amendment; and 
the bill from the House for the relief of John 
Randolph Clay, with an amendment. 

Mr. RIGH. from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of James Megginson; 
which was read, and ordered toa second reading. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the memorial 
of the president and directors of the Union Bank 
of Maryland, praying Congress to correct a mis- 
take in transcribing the award of the commis- 
sioners under the French treaty of 1831, reported 
a joint resolution for that purpose; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading: 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the memorial of 
George W. Howard, made an unfavorable report 
thereon, and the committee was discharged from 
its further consideration. 

Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a route from Mooresville, in Morgan 
county, via B port, Clement, Piketon, and Westfield, 
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wtown, in Hami ; 
“oo ; =< ae PONS also a post route from 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Pensions 
to which was referred the bill from the House 
for the relief of Bernard Toplady, reported the 
same with amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making appropriations for 
building certain light-houses, wan placing buoys; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading, 

Also, a bill for purchase of sites, and for erection 
of custom-houses at Philadelphia, New Orleans, 
and Wilmington, Delaware; which were severally 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, sane the memo- 
rial of the attorneys of Frederick Raviesces, of 
the firm of Cuvier Raviesces; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table oné day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State communicate to 
the Senate, as soon as they may be obtained, copies of al} 
acts of the Territorial Legislature of Florida, granting or 
creating banking charters, or any institution with banking 
powers and privileges, within the last three years. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented, at the request 
of his colleague, (who is detained at home by the 
severe indisposition of his son,) two memorials, 
one from sundry citizens of Buffalo, New York, 
and one from sundry citizens of Lexington, Ken- 
tucky, praying forthe recognition of the independ- 
ence of Texas; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PRESTON presented the proceedings and 
resolutions of a meeting of the citizens of Wash- 
ington on the same subject; which were ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the same com- 
mittee. 





FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the pur- 
chase of sites, the saeatinel of materials, and 
the commencement of certain fortifications, was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said, that having voted 
against this bill throughout, he wished to say a 
few words explanatory of the vote he was about 
to give on its final passage. His motives for 
voting against it were not from any hostility to 
its general objects, or to the fortifications which 
were in it; on the contrary, he was disposed to 
believe, from the quantity of evidence that had 
been adduced in the course of this debate, that 
the fortifications now in the bill should be ulti- 
mately added to the defenses of the country. 
With him, however, the question was more as 
to time, than as to the propriety of the meas- 
ure. If the report ‘of the Secretary of War, 
sent in on the 7th of April, was to be relied on, 
not a single dollar should be appropriated for new 
works, until a reéxamination was had of the 
whole subject, in order to adapt the system to 
the present condition of the country. Now his 
opinion (Mr. K. said) was this, that, if this 
appropriation should be made at the present ses- 
sion of Congress, it would have no effect but to 
confine several millions of dollars from the con- 
trol of the Government, which cannot be expended 
in the objects for which it was appropriated. If 
the Secretary should examine these new works 
before commencing them with that care and 
deliberation with which he should proceed, with 
regard to the works intended for the permanent 
defenses of the country, they would not be com- 
menced before the next session of Congress, and, 
therefore, there was no necessity for hurrying 
the appropriations at this time. 

Mr. K. said that he did not wish to be under- 
stood as committing himself in favor of the plan 
originally presented by the Military Committee. 
He never could agree to vote for any plan which 
changed the whole system, so long practiced by 
the Government, and perhaps lead to a change of 
our institutions. The report of the Secretary of 
War was, to his mind, a conclusive argument 
against the present bill, if he had no other objec- 
tions to urge against it. Mr. K. highly compli- 
mented the report of the Secretary, saying that it 
showed a great mind, as well as a practical talent, 
ma calculated to give to science a practical ef- 

ect. “ 
oe into consideration that they were nearly 
at the end of the session of Congress, and that if 
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they the bill it would be departing from 
the prinsiples of the report, he conceived himself 
but in the performance of a duty in asking for 
a postponement till the next session of Con- 

ss. 
Oi. CALHOUN observed that this system of 
fortifications was likely to be run down by ex- 
travagant appropriations. It added something 
like two millions tothe usual appropriation bill, 
and, considering the present prices, at least a mil- 
lion beyond what the appropriations ought to be. 
As the bill now stood, he felt himself erepened | 


to vote nst it. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that the reasons given | 
by the Senator from Georgia, why he should | 
vote against this bill, were very proper so far as 
they were his reasons; but when the Secretary of 
War was quoted as being opposed to it, he thought | 
it proper to set gentlemen right. Just so often 
as the Secretary was quoted in opposition to this 
system of fortifications, so often would he quote 
his own language. He would read a few extracts 
from the Secretary’s report, in order to show 
what his opinions really were. Mr. B. then read 
the following: 


“Tt cannot be doubted but that fortifications at the fol- 
lowing places enumerated in this bill will be necessary : 

‘* At Penobscot bay for the protection of Bangor, &c.; at 
Kennebec river; at Portland; at Portsmouth; at Salem; 
at New Bedford; at New London ; upon Staten Island; at 
Soller’s Flats ; at redoubt on Federal Point; for the Baran- 
cas; for Fort St. Philip. These proposed works all com- 
mand the approach to a sufficiently important to justify 
their construction under any circumstances that will prob- 
ably exist. I think, therefore, that the public interest would 
be promoted by the passage of the necessary appropriations 
forthem. As soon as these are made, such of these posi- 
tions as may appear to require it can be examined, and the 
form and extent of the works adapted to existing circum- 
stances, if any change be desirable. The construction of 
those not needing examination can commence immediately, 
and that of the others as soon as the plans are determined 
upon. By this proceeding, therefore, a season may be saved 
in the operations.” 


Now he did not know (Mr. B. said) that it was 
in the power of language to be more explicit in 
favor of any object than that of the Secretary of 
War was of the billon the table. He must object 
(Mr. B. said) to any arguments founded on de- 
tached expressions in this report, when that same 
report contained explicit declarations in favor of 
the bill. 

It had been urged by some gentlemen that the 
season was so far advanced that it was not worth 
while to make appropriations this year. How 
did this happen? It was because there had been | 
acontinued struggle to keep off appropriations for | 
the defenses of the country; because the Senate | 
had by yeas and nays given the distribution bill | 
a preference over such necessary objects; because | 
there had been a continued contest between the 
defenses of the country and the scheme of divid- | 
ing money, and in that contest the defenses of | 
the country had gone to the wall. Gentlemen | 
said that it was now too late in the season to | 
apply these + Sige mg this year. Well, then, 
if it was too late, whose fault was it? When his 
plan of distribytion was commenced, it was sup- 
ported on the ground that it was impossible to 
use the surplus in the Treasury for the service 
of the country. Every gentleman in favor of the 
plan took this position; and yet, when the officers 
of Government had sent in report after report, 
<r that this money can be profitably em- 
ployed for the defenses of the country, their judg- 
ment was disputed, and disputed, too, on points 
in which they must necessarily be entitled to 
credit and respect. Here they were, (said Mr. 
B ) while two States and one Territory were 
reeking with blood and resounding with cries, 
engaged in dividing surpluses, and dividin 
them, too, by creating them. Sir, (said Mr. B., 
if this plan goes on, it will put an end to the in- 
stitutions of the country; it was engaged in con- 
tending against the very objects for which this 
Government was formed—the defense of the 
country. While they had but a skeleton of an 
army, whose éompanies of only fifty men each 
were reduced to thirty odd, and while the officers 
in Florida were continually calling for men to fill 
up their ranks, the bill for that object could not 
be touched; it must be set aside to make room for 
the banks of the District of Columbia. Yes, sir, 
os Mr. B.,) the convenience of the banks of 

District of Columbia must take precedence 





~ 


| 





over the cries of the bleeding frontiers. He could 
not but regret that at the last month of the session 
there should be a further effort to put off appro- 
priations for the defenses of the country; that, 
after having spent the two first months in crimi- 
nation and recrimination for the Joss of the forti- 
fication bill of the last year, they should now, at | 
the end of six months of the session, have to 


enate and the country to the consequences of 


this odious principle of distribution. It was going || 


to reduce us to a condition more helpless than 
we were under the old Confederation; for it would | 
reduce us to a dependence not only on the vol- | 
untary contributions of States, but to tlhe leavings 
of the States, after they had cut and earved all 
they wanted for themselves. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said he had not voted | 
for the distribution bill, and therefore the remarks | 
of the Senator on that subject could not be made | 
— to him. 3 

Mr. BENTON said they were not intended | 





for Mr. Kine. | 


Mr. KING said, neither could the remarks of | 
the Senator denouncing those who had delayed 
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| not only absorb the surplus, but heap new burdens 
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and arsenals, they were almost without number, 
as their cost was beyond computation. 

[t would require some Hutton to give us the 
sum total. Sir, said he, to consider the past policy 
of the Government, and look at the documents 
on your table, and the yiews given us from vari- 
ous quarters, one would think he had been dream- 


|ing. The wise policy of allowing our citizens to 
struggle hard to get a bill for the same object || 


foun. He wished to call the attention of the || 


prneper in the enjoyment of the fruits of their 
abor, was to be changed. Everything seemed 
to look to vast military establishments. Now, 
(said Mr. K.,) what I wish understood is, that 1 
protest against all these schemes of heavy expend- 
permanent ontahinneen They would 


upon us, and curse posterity with tariffs and 
taxes. We had begn reminded of the system of 
fortifications recommended by Washington, and 
asked why they could not increase now, in pro- 
portion to our wealth and population. This was 
strange argument. Should we increase the nurses 
of the infant as he approaches the years of ma- 
turity? Should we quadruple them after he had 
become entirely capable of taking care of himself? 
We were able now to meet, on equal terms, any 
Power on the face of the earth; and all the Powers 


the bill in its progress, unless he referred to a || of Christendom united could not send a sufficient 
vote for an adjournment on Saturday evening. || force across the Atlantic to gain a dangerous foot- 


He had voted to adjourn very late on Saturday | 
evening, when he believed some of the friends | 


ing upon our soil. And yet, in this period of 
strength, we had all at once become alarmed for 


of the bill wished to push it to a third reading. || our safety, and wished to wall the enemy out, 


But he had done so only from the lateness of the | 
hour and thinness of the Senate. That he was 


Except for our large commercial cities, he wanted 
no walls except the wooden walls that floated under 


justified in that course, had been since proved by | the command of our gallant Navy. He wanted 


the revocation, in a fuller Senate, of every vote | 
taken on that evening. | 
Mr. K, denied that he condemned the report | 


of the Secretary of War, by voting against this || 


bill under present circumstances. He intended 
ultimately, in the main, to conform to it. It was 
an able document. In it we saw the develop- 
ments of a great mind, well stored with science, | 
and, what was equally important, a practical 
talent to give that science a judicious and useful | 
application. He again referred to the report, | 
and insisted that the season at which thise bill | 
would be passed, if at all, and the attention re- 
quired of the War Department to another part | 
of our frontier, would reconcile his views with | 
those of the Secretary. The Secretary sent his 
report the 8th of April; and as the bill was then | 
before the Senate, he thought most likely it | 
would be speedily acted on. 
before the House, it could not be finally acted on | 
before July, and he did not think any advantage | 
could be Scien from the appropriation, if the | 
examination and surveys should be made before 
the money was expended. At any rate, the | 


advantage would be too small to justify an appro- || 


priation so far in advance, and a departure from 
the valuable principle of having surveys and | 
estimates before appropriations were made for | 
any work of this description. 
r. K. said it was true that the Secretary, in | 
one part of his report, had recommended the ap- | 
ropriation under the circumstances stated; and | 
. had stated that the Department would have 
the examination and surveys made, before any | 
money should be spent. If we would take the 
whole report together, however, we could plainly 
see that the Secretary was yielding something to 
his friends. He was reporting against the rec- 
ommendation of the engineer department, against 
the bill reported by the Military Committee of 
the Senate, and against the known wishes of 
many friends whose opinions he respected. This, 
he thought, would account for any trifling differ- 
ence between the Secretary and himself. 





From the business || 


‘ 


1] sous a rampart.of bayonets pointe 


i 


no ramparts behind which to defend our country, 
d by the 
steady arms of freemen. Our main arm of de- 
fense was the free and sturdy yeomen, who, 
whenever any daring invader should set foot upon 
our soil, would always be ready to drop any petty 
or party disputes, and rally around the standard 
of their common country. 

He said he must confess that, as a Democrat, 
governed by the principles of the old school of 
the Democracy, he felt great jealousy and appre- 
hension of the multiplication of these forties: 
tions. If we went on with them, as threatened, 
he feared they might, at no distant day, become 
the grave-yard of freedom, and burying-ground 
of the Constitution, instead of the citadels of lib- 
erty. Other gentlemen had made predictions, and 
he would venture one; that was, that if these mil- 
itary projects went on as they seemed to have 
begun; if our coast of three thousand miles were 
to be frowning with fortifications and clouded 
with cannon; if our hitherto peaceful country 
were to become a great military camn; if every 
State in the Union were to be hereafter bristling 
with bayonets, and covered with arsenals, armo- 


| ries, and depots, he predicted we might, in the 


course of a few years, take the parchment upon 





which our Copstitution was written, and cover a 
drum-head with that, for all the use we should 
have for it as an instrument to define the princi- 
ples upon which our Government is to besadmin- 
istered. Everything would shortly be settled b 
the sword, the truncheon and the bayonet. 
corporal and his guard would soon be more 
respected than the Chief Justice and his associ- 





ates. And like another great nation which had 
lately revolutionized in the name of liberty, but 


| in its sacred name, with a peace establishment of 


four hundred and ten thousand men, perpetrates 
every species of tyranny, the prison would, with 
us also, become the purifier of the press, whilst 
the bayonet settled our civil disputes. He there- 
fore gave notice that he should vote against all 
these vast projects for changing our system into 


The Secretary (he said) had been compelled to || an expensive military Government, as fast as 
they might be brought forward. And as to the 


throw himself against some of the most extrava- 
gant schemes for increasing our military prepa- 


rations that had ever threatened the country. || estimates? Was M 


forts in question, why push them on us without 
aine in danger? He hoped 


The whole of them, if adopted, would require at || she could sustain herself another season against 


least $100,000,000 to begin with—one bureau 
recommended near thirty millions for providing 
munitions of war alone; the fortifications 
posed by another bureau, and recommend 
the Military Committee, would cost near forty 


millions more; and he had noticed that, in debate || throats of the 


in the riage Sanghi was spoken of to arm 
the militia, The standing army was to be ex- 
pensively increased; and, as to ,» armories, 


| 


ro- 
by || 


| the Brunswickers. 
| tured at 


John Bull seemed good-na- 
present, and had even kindly interfered 
to settle a dispute for us with a billigerent neigh- 
bor. But we were told we were refusing appro~ 
priations whilst the Indians were cutting the 
ople. Indeed! and were fortifi- 
cations in the t intended to protect us t 
Indians in the West? No appropriations for the 
‘West had been delayed a moment when asked 
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for; and the danger in the South and West was 
another reason whe we should direct our whole 
attention there for the resent, and not be dividing 
the attention of the War Department with the 
goa-coast, where there was no danger pressing. 
Mr. BENTON replied, that his allusions to 
the Indian disturbances in the South had no 
relation to the fortification bills, but to the bill 
for filling up the ranks of the Army, which had 
been reported bythe Military Committee months 


ago, and which was also recommended by the || colonies of the old members of the Confederacy. 


Secretary of War, whose fate was so peculiar 
that he could not make a report without its being 
praised on all hands, though the objects he recom- | 
mended were strenuously o 





of the 


mittee; yet it had been made to yield to this dis- | 


tribution bill. When he referred to the suffer- || [Here Mr. W. read an extract, proving this state- 


ings of the southern frontiers, from Indian hos- 
tilities, he did it in connection with this contin- 
ually staving off the bill for filling up the ranks | 
of the Aymy, though that Army had been reduced 
under a compact that it was to be filled up when- | 
ever the defense of the country rendered it neces- | 
sary that they should do so; though the skeleton | 


companies of that Army, of fifty men each, did || in another ar an enemy to the defense of the 
not even contain that number, and though the || country. Re 
general commanding in Florida had called upon || favor of actual settlers, and enable the poor but 


them in the most earnest manner to fill up their 
ranks. They could not (said Mr. B.) get that bill 
considered, though in the midst of summer and 
near the close of the session; and though he had | 
attempted to bring it forward by a side move- 
ment as an amendment to the volunteer bill, he 
was still unsuccessful. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) the 
States are engaged defending themselves, because 


neglected by the General Government. The || bill which refuses to reduce the price of your 


States of Alabama and Georgia are taking care | 
of themselves in the same manner as if the Gen- | 
eral Government was expunged; and expunged | 
it would be, if this scheme of distribution went | 
on. The State of Missouri would have to take 
care of herself against the fifty thousand Indians 
placed on her borders by the General Govern- 
ment, bountifully supplied with money, with 
arms, and with horses, and amply prepared for 
offensive operations. When this wretched scheme 
of distribution came to be surrendered, he sup- 
posed that the States would be reimbursed for 
what they should be compelled to expend for 
self-defense; but he much feared that, until then, 
they would have to take care of themselves. 
Mr. WALKER said he had participated in no 
portion of the debate on this bill, and had de- 
signed giving a silent vote in its favor; but that 
the observations-of his friend, the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Kiva,] rendered it necessary that 
he should explain the grounds upon which his 
vote was given. Mr. W. said he was notin favor 
of a large standing army in time ef peace, or of 
fortifying the whole line of sea-board. He was | 
for such an army only as was indispensably | 
mecess&ry to occupy important posts on the coast 
or frontier, or in exposed situations in the coun- 
try—an army very little exceeding our present 
number would be sufficient. He was only for 
fortufying important positions upon the principles 
recommended in the admirable report of the Sec- 
‘retary of War, and sanctioned by the President. 
He would not, as other Senators had done, com- 
mence by eulogizing that report, and conclude by 
opposing its important recommendations. Gen- 
tlemen had said that this bill would subvert the 
liberties of the country—that armies and militar 
atray weuld cover the whole Union. Mr. W. 
had seen none of those formidable armies, none 
of those bristling bayonets that seemed to alarm 
so many Senators, The neigh of the war-horse, 
or the sound of the cannon, had not reached his 
ears, as one of the consequences of this measure. 
The defense of the country was a constitutional 
injunction—it wag one of the main objects for | 
which the Government was formed—it is due to 
the States—it is due to the people. And when 
was this defense to be made? When war ne | 
Seen ‘ mee (said Mr, W.,) it was ~ 
maxim of Washington, in peace to pre r 
war. And how pspare: unless b fortifying those 








ints on the coast, through which, if || @ bill embracing the contemplated object, which 


aeapor vant h Ww 
undefended, an enemy’s fleet might sail into our 


sed. Now, the || committee which first proposed this distribution 
Secretary recommended the filling up the ranks || distinctly stated that it was necessary to give the 

Army, and a bill iny pursuance of that || old States a@ direct interest in the income of the 
recommendation had been reported by the com- || public lands, in order to prevent any further con- 


|| this distribution scheme, distinctly conceded by 





] the country. But these men are to be sacrificed 





harbors, and burn our cities, and destroy our || fense for distribution. Mr. W. said he had also 






































ple? Mr. W. could not perceive how we were || carried th the Senate a resolution requiring 
estroying the country by defending it. And || a survey of the coast of the State of Mississipp;, 


ngw we are asked to substitute distribution for 
defense; to abandon the defense of the country 
in order to distribute money, and that money the 
proceeds of the sales of the lands of the West. 
This fatal distribution bill was to surrender 
the coast undefended into the hands of a forei 
enemy, and to deliver up the new States, as the 


and the islands in its vicinage, to ascertain if 
there were there any proper and judicious sites 
for fortifications. If such sites were foundin that 
quarter, Mr. W. said he would ask forts to be 
erected there also for the defense of Missssipipj 
and her people and commerce upon the Gur, 
But he would vote for no unnecessary fortifica. 
tions in any section of the Union. hilst mil- 
lions in times that are past have been expended 
for other States, Congress has in fact done little 
for nothing for Mississipi; and Mr. W. said he 
should, upon all proper occasions, press her 
claims upon the consideration of the Senate, with 
a deep conviction that she would yet receive 
justice at the hands of the General Government, 

y a reduction, in favor of actual settlers, of the 
price of the public lands. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said the remarks of his 
friend from Mississippi compelled him to say a 
word further to reconcile his views with the gen- 
eral principles of the report. Ifhe had any pride 
as a politician (and he had not much) it was the 
pride of consistency. That it might be perfectly 
understood, he would read a few words further 
from the report, which he had not read before. 

Mr. Kine then read from the 2lst page: 

** But before any expenditure is incurred for new works, 
I think an examination should be made in every case, in 
order to apply these principles to the proposed plan of oper- 
ations, and thus reduce the expense of construction where 
this can be properly done, and also the expense of garrisons 
required to defend works disproportioned to the objects 
sought to be attained.”’ 

This was the language of the Secretary, ap- 
proved by the President, and in which he ot Tx 
concurred. He believed, however, that the season 
would be so far spent before this bill could pass 
that this examination could not properly be made 
and acted on before the next session. We, there- 
fore, had no inducement to tie up additional mil- 
lions in the deposit banks so long before needed, 
and also depart from the principle of having sur- 
veys and estimates when there was no emergency 
that justified such haste in the appropriations. 
His friend was for ‘‘ reasonable defenses.’’ So 
was he. In the abstract they agreed exactly. 
He feared only that they would differ when they 
came to settle what was reasonable. 

The Senator had very candidly acknowledged 
that one of his reasons for voting for this bill at 
this session was, because he looked on it as 
**antagonistical’’ to the distribution bill. He 
would make a further appeal to the candor of his 
friend, and ask him, if he were not sensible that 
this was the only reason he had for voting for the 
bill? [Mr. Waker said no, he had other rea- 
sons.] He had no doubt the Senator imagined 
he had, or he would not say so. Mr. K. could 
not think that many of his Democratic friends 
would ever have thought of the enormous appro- 
priations at the present session, and this among 
them, but for that fatal surplus. The ** surplus!’’ 
‘*the surplus!” ay, that was atthe bottom of 
all our troubles. te was the root of all the evils 
that, he feared, might grow out of the proceed- 
ings of the present session. He acknowledged 
its possession gave us much embarrassment, and 
surrounded us with perils; but he ho we 
would live through them. He cared nothing for 
the surplus. ould to God fifty millions of the 

ublic treasure could be thrown into the crater of 

esuvius, or sunk in the ocean, unless we could 
devise some means to get rid of it that would not 
fix a permanent and growing curse upon the 
country. He cared but little for land bills, distri- 
bution bills, or uation bills, which had been 
referred to; as to the surplus, gentlemen 
—_ do just what they pleased with it, so they 
did not plant it in prodigality, that it might grow 
up, and branch off into future expenditures that 
—— ultimately overshadow and impoverish the 
and. 

A useless expenditure (he said) was not only 
the loss of the amount thus expended, but was 
the fruitful seeds of other and r expendi- 


This distribution of the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands originated in a report of a tariff 
committee of the House in 1829; and the same 


cessions to the new States, or reduction of price. 
ment from this report.] Here was the effect of 


its authors to be a project to render it the interest 
of every-old State to oppress and ruin the new 
States, and it is for this scheme we are asked to 
abandon the defense of the country. 

Sir, (said Mr. W.,) this distribution scheme is, 


uce the price of the public lands in 


honest laborer to obtain at a low price, a farm 
and a home of his own to defend and protect, 
and you strengthen his arm and nerve his heart 
in the hour of gloom and danger. Increase the 
number of farmers and cultivators of the soil, and 
you increase the truest and surest defenders of 


by this distribution bill. Yes, (said Mr. W.,) the 


public lands is as hostile to the interests of the 
poor but industrious laborer of the old as of the 
new States. Open the lands of the West to pur- 
chase at a low price by poor settlers, and the 
laboring man of the North may defy the power of 
his wealthy po Hc He may say, pay me 
better wages, or I will go and become a farmer in 
the West. This distribution bill, then, is a bill to 
bring down the wages of the working-man of the 
North, and to place the poor in the power of the 
wealthy. This (said Mr. W.) was one of the 
effects of this distribution scheme, which would 
be made known to the working-men of the North 
—a scheme to prevent their ever being enabled to 
become farmers and freehollers, to give them a 
home which would be indeed their own, instead 
of diminishing their wages, by forcing them to 
remain dependent for their daily bread upon such 
miserable pittance for their labor as their wealthy 
employers might choose to give them—a scheme 
to retard the settlement of the new States, and to 
pauperize the laboring men of the old States, for 
the benefit of wealthy capitalists and powerful 
chartered monopolies—a scheme to plunder the 
new States for the benefit of the old States, and 
to oppress the poor man in every quarter of the 
Union. 

Gentlemen say the militia is the best defense of 
the country. Be it so; but are they the friends 
of the militia, the friends of the people, who would 
expose them to defend every important point 
without fortifications, and without cannon? who 
would make freemen the sole breast-work, against 
which hostile artillery is to be directed ? and cause 
streams of American blood to flow solely because 
important points and harbors had no fortifications? 
Sir, — r. W.,) I consider the lives of Ameri- 
can freemen as above all price; and to save and 

rotect them, I would, if nece » pour out the 
ast dollar inthe Treasury. Sir, (said Mr. W.,) 
it is because I am opposed to large standing 
pen ng I = for this mo Leave the coast 
undefe » and you invite foreign ion; 
you increase the chances for ome and thus in- 
crease the probable necessity for standing armies. 
Mr. W. said he had been instructed b Legis- 
lature of Mississippi, to endeavor to obtain a 
military depot at the flourishing and beautiful 
town of Columbus, upon the Tombigbee. 

Mr. W. said he had laid these instructions be- 
fore the Military Committee, which has reported 


tures. It grew upand branched off like a pus. 
Having once taken leave of the rules of 

iture, we were soon governed by no rule 
atall. Waste begat corruption, and corruption 
by a reciprocating 


bill will become a law, if we do not on de- |! begat more waste, and thus, 
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influence, useless expenditure became both effect ‘ 
and cause, and ultimately led to that system which || destroy their spirit of valor and patriotism; and, 
he was anxious to rae that w@s, the expendi- || when they became too good to stand out in the 
ture of money as an end, instead of a means, If || danger, let them stay at home, (said he,) and ®s- 
no safe distribution could be made then, he ||tain a mercenary army to fight for them under 
implored gentlemen, after making necessary ex- | cover of these fortifications. 


tifications, which Mr. C, thought would tend to 





penditures, to let the surplus alone. But it was But what (he asked) did our militiado at Bun- 
said the banks would break, and we should lose || ker Hill? and what did they do at New Orleans? 
the money unless we got rid of it. Well, let |The very argument in favor of protecting our 
them break. He should shed no tears over their | 





citizens behind walls required but one step fur- 
ther to create a standing army. It was the honor, 
the right, and the privilege of the citizens to defend 
their country; and he would as soon see them sur- 
render their right of suffrage as to yield to this. 
If this bill passes, they would appropriate not 
less than $6,000,000, and there would be a beat- 
ing up for labor along the whole line of fortifica- 


misfortunes, Or mourn over the losses of the | 
Government. Better that a thousand charters of | 
rivate corporations should be forfeited, and mil- 
ee lost to the Government, than our constitu- 
tional charter should be forfeited, and our liberties | 
lost, Better submit to the acknowledged evils of 
the surplus than encounter greater evils by its | 
improper expenditure. He only wished that we ||tions. Penobscot would beat up against Ken- 
should adhere to the system under which we had || nebec, and Kennebec against Penobscot, and the 
rown and porguerss beyond any example the ||Government would beat up against itself from 
Pinocy of the World had ever furnished. The | Penobscot to New Orleans. By adding to ex- 
great secret of this prosperity was the economical | penditures in one part of the country was taking 
system heretofore pursued of having the citizen || the amount expended from another part; and he 
lightly taxed, to enjoy the fruits of his own labor, || asked what right they had to take the labor of 
by which we had become a nation of producers. || laboring men from one portion of the country to 
e wished to continue this system, and not, like || another? If this bill was antagonistical to the 
other nations, by a large Government patronage || land bill, it followed that, as that bill had passed 
sustain one third of the nation in splendid idle- || the Senate, this must be defeated, especially as 
ness and glittering vice, devouring the bread || this was a scheme to prevent it from going into 
earned b hi honest industry of the remainder. || effect: He went against this bill for the reasons 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said, when he remem- || he had given, and would prefer leaving it in the 
bered how formidably the Senator from Missouri ||banks rather than appropriate the money in 
announced that he and his friends constituted || this way. While gentlemen looked upon the 
the majority of the Senate, and that some respons- poly distribution of the surplus at Kennebec, 
ibility would thereafter devolve on them, he ortsmouth, &c., to use a figure of speech of the 
considered his rebuke as intended for his friends, ||Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Nives,] they 
and not for those opposed to the Administration. || wanted to stick their forks into the fleshpots of 
Mr. C. said it was but in accordance with par- ypt alone. 
liamentary proceedings to interpose dilatory mo- t seemed the people could not be trusted with 
tions to defeat any measure before the Senate an equal distribution of the surplus among them 
for its action. He preferred himself, however, || on account of their susceptibility to corruption, 
to meet this bill directly, and wished it were in || while the Senate alone claimed the reeres of 
his power to take upon himself the whole re- || calling on the aid of engineers and a host of of- 
sponsibility of defeating it; and would then con- || ficers to superintend its expenditure. He should 
sider he had done some service. If the Senator, || hardly suppose the Secretary of the Treasury 
in saying there was no surplus, meant to say the || could get his natural rest in watching these vari- 
capacity to squander, indicated by these appro- || ous projects for disposing of the surplus, which 
riations, transcended the capacity to accumu- || were sometimes overcharged, and sometimes un- 
ate, then he admitted there was no surplus. In || dercharged. 
regard to Penobscot, they were told that the ap- || The Senator from Missvuri had sneeringly and 
propriation was not equal to, but would require || contemptuously said, that while here engaged in 
treble the amount to complete it, and so it was || the work of dividing the surplus, they had refused 
said of other fortifications, and all under the || to take measures for the defense of the frontier 
term of national defense; and were they, (he || against the Indians. He would like to know how 
asked,) at the tap of the political drum, to fall || the distribution bill had interfered with appropri- 
into this unbounded system of extravagance and || ations for that object? 
wastefulness, and deprive the people to whom Mr. BENTON said he would tell the gentle- 
this money belonged of a general participation ||man. It had interfered in this way. They had 
in its advantages? But a plan was proposed || reported a bill, under the recommendation of the 
to invest it in a train and chain of fortifica- || Secretary of War, to fill up the skeletons of our 
tions from Maine to Florida. He agreed with || regiments, and they could not get that bill con- 
the Senator from Georgia, that it was better to || sidered. 
bury it in the ocean than to squander it in this Mr. CRITTENDEN continued. The general 
way, and entail upon us the evils which would || commanding there had in command ten men for 
follow. A standing army would follow this sys- || one opposing him; and if he had not succeeded 
tem as certainly as the shadow followed the || in his expedition it had not been for want of 
substance. In time of war, it was said not to be || men. He intended to cast no reproach on the 
patriotic to stop for estimates, and it seemed that || soldiers; but he thought perhaps fewer would 
peace wag not the time to wait for them, so that || have done better; and accordingly, he did not 
they were to be made belligerents from beginning || know that any of them were accusable for that 
to end; and peace itself, it seemed, was made for | megternce. 


war. When they had constructed all these for- | r. BENTON said the gentleman never read 
tifications, a tax would have to be raised to gar- 


the report of the general commanding in Florida, 
rison them, for which six thousand men would || or he would have known it. | 
be necessary, who would require a perpetual tax Mr. CRITTENDEN continued. They had 
of two millions of dollars to supportthem. They || not refused any appropriations for that object, 
were, in fact, sowing these fortifications like || but had hurried them through without estimates. 
dragons’ teeth over the land, from which hosts || He had a deep-settled conviction that this system 
of myrmidons would spring up, to cat out the || of fortifications was pregnant with mischievous 
substance of the citizens. Last year, in the pros- 


consequences that ought to alarm the country. 
pect of a war, two millions were all that was |) It was an extravagance and waste of the people's 
necessary; and now, in time of peace, that sum 


money, from which they would reap a poisonous 
bore but a small proportion to the amount pro- - 


harvest; and the time would come when we should 
posed to be expended for defense. He admitted || have no surplus, and when we should be called 
were some points on the sea-coast where 


on to raise by taxation some two or three mil- 
forts were necessary, and he would go for them; || lions of dollars per annum for the support of a 
but he was opposed to this system of fortifications 


Ma FERS : 3. 
as >; means of general defense. It was, among Mr. WALKER said he would detain the Sen- 
0 











reasons, too costly for a general system. || ate but a few moments in reply to some of the 
It was admitted by the Moonee rom Mississippi || strictures of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
that the militia was the main arm of our defense; || Crirrenpen] upon his remarks. That Senator 


‘but he was for placing them behind these for- | said, that to support the system of forti 
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would destroy the martial spirit of the people, by 
placing them in forts, where there was yp peril 
in the conflict, no hazard of life, and none of that 
glory and excitement arising from their exposure 
to danger in the open field in defense of their 
country. Mr, W. said that, if exposing to danger 
the lives of our people upon a naked and defense- 
less coast was the best means of infusing into our 
citizens a martial spirit, it was one of those means 
that had escaped the sagacity of all writers upon 
the art of war, and was against the experience 
of all the nations of the world. The musket and 
rifle were one means of defense, artillery a second, 
and forts a third; and upon the principle that 
should induce us to abandon the third, we should 
also abandon the second, in order to increase the 
loss upon our side, and augment the glory and 
danger of the combat, and thus infuse inte our 
people a more martial spirit. But (said Mr. W.) 
will this danger and glory call back from the 
grave our slaughtered citizens? Will it check the 
widow’s sigh, or dry the orphan’s te@r? ‘Will it 
give back your cities from pillage and conflagra- 
tion? Will it return to their homes and country 
that patriotic militia who were wantonly sacri- 
ficed, mowed down by thousands, because the 
Government had refused to erect the necessary 
fortifications to repel invasion? To me (said Mr. 
W.) there would be no glory in such a spectacle. 
Our true glory consists in saving an effusion of 
American blood; in sparing the lives of our eiti- 
zens; in conquering with as little loss upon our 
side as possible, If any other man than. the 
patriot Jackson had commanded at New Orleans, 
that city, and the whole commerce of the West, 
would have been sacrificed for the want of the 
necessary fortifications. The object is to defend 
the country with as little loss of life as practica- 
ble; and hence it was behind cotton-bale ramparts 
that the riflemen of the West obtained at New 
Orleans that great and glorious, because to us a 
bloodless, victory. And when the victory was 
gained, and many an ardent officer applied to 
their great commander for liberty to pursue and 
capture the army of the enemy—* No,”’ said the 
veteran patriot, ‘* my object is accomplished—the 
defense of New Orleans; and I would now rather 

ave with gold the way of the enemy beyond our 
imits, than sacrifice, in search of glory only, the 
life of one of my soldiery.”” Whilst some gen- 
tlemen (said Mr. W.) denounce the bill, because, 
they say, it will oat the martial spirit, others 
oppose it because it will make us too belligerent. 
Indeed, the same Senators have used these irrec- 
oncilable and contradictory arguments. How the 
bill could, at the same time, destroy our martial 
spirit, and yet render us too belligerent, Mr. W. 
could not understand. 

Mr. W. said he had heard not one sound, prac- 
tical argument against this bill—it was all vagye 
and general denunciation. Those opposed to the 
bill eulogized the report of the Secretary of War, 
and conceded the propriety of defending import- 
ant points; and, (said Mr. W.,) is not every 
poate the fortifying of which is proposed by this 

ill an important point—a point within the ex- 

ress recommendation of the Secretary of War ? 

hese honorable Senators, then, upon their own 
ee should support this bill. It is a bill to 

efend important points, and those points only; 
and if we do not intend to abandon the whole 
system of fortifications, and leave the whole coast 
naked and defenseless, and open to the hostile 
navies of the world to burn our cities, and de- 
stroy the lives and property of our people, we 
must saree this bill. The opposition to this 
bill with specific appropriations is a singular 
commentary upon the course of those Senators 
who excused themselves for opposing the three 
million fortification bill, because its appropria- 
tions were not specific. We have just escaped 
(said Mr. W.) the horrors of a foreign war, with 
our coast and harbors entirely defenseless; and 
- Omniscience only can determine when the 

anger may recur, preparation against foreign 
aggression # the best means of avoiding it, and 
a solemn duty which we owe to the States and 
people of this Union. ‘‘ Millions for defense, not 
a cent for tribute,”’ is a principle, when properly 
applied, that should never cease to influence eve 
American statesman, and which, he hoped, w 
operate upon the present occasion. 
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Mr. RIVES said he agreed with several of the 
gentletten who had spoken nst this bill, and 
rticularly with his friend from Georgia, (Mr. 
1nG,] in the principles advanced by them in re- 
ard to a general system of fortifications; but he 
differed from them as to the application of those 
rinciples to the measure under consideration. 
Ffe believed that the idea of defending a sea-coast 
of more than three thousand miles in extent by 
fortifications was wholly visionary and impracti- 
eable; that the attempt to do so would involve the 
country in endless expense, and saddle the nation 
with burdens in one form or another which they 
would never be content to bear. But while this 
was so, there were particular positions which, 
from their peculiar importance, as commercial 
towns, or as naval stations and depots, all ad- 
mitted stood in need of special defenses, and ought 
to be fortified. The question upon the present 
occasion, then, is, not whether a general system 
of fortifications along our extended line of seacoast 
is judicious hn but whether the particu- 
lar points provided for in this bill ought to be 
fortified ? He understood his friend from Georgia 
distinctly to admit that the places proposed to be 
fortified by the present bill are such as ought to 
be provided with adequate defenses; but his ob- 
jection to the measure was one of time—that these 
places were exposed to no immediate danger, and 
that we should proceed with more deliberation. 

But surely, sir, (said Mr. R.,) a period of peace 
is the only time we can suitably prepare for the 
exigencies of war; we ought not to wait till war 
has actually burst upon us, before we put our- 
selves in a posture to meet it. We have now an 
overflowing Treasury, and every day brings forth 
some project for the distribution or absorption 
ef our surplus. The dangers, too, which we 
have recently escaped, (for all admit that, if war 
had unhappily been the issue of our Jate difficul- 
ties with a foreign Power, we would have found 
ourselves in a very unprepared condition for it, 
both as to our land and naval defenses,) admon- 
ish us impressively to repair, with as little delay 
a e, the error of our past improvidence. 
. If, thea, the fortifications provided for by this 
bill ought ever to be made, no time can be more 
appropriate or more convenient for the commence- 
ment of the work than the present. As to the 
propriety of these fortifications, they are justified 
even by the eee of the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Crirrenven;] for, strongly 
opposed as he is toa — system of fortifica- 
tions, he yet admitted, that places rendered’ im- 
= by their commerce, or as stations or 

wuilding yards for our Navy, ought to be for- 
tified. 

Now, sir, bring this bill to the test of these 
principles. Is not Portsmouth the seat of one 
of our most important naval depots to the North? 
Is not New York a place of sufficient commercial 


in providing for the defense of the immense inter- 
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It selects a dozen points only of peculiar import- 
ance, or peculiar exposure, and proposes to fur- 
nis them with suitable defenses. It has not been 
alleged by any gentleman in the progress of the 
debate that the appropriations made by the bill 
for these fortificatiqns are beyond their probable 
and necessary cost. What ground is there, then, 
for the imputation of extravagance? Gentlemen 
seem to have forgotten the important changes 
which this bill has undergone since its presenta- 
tion to the Senate. Of the nineteen fortifications 
originally embraced in this bill, seven have been 
stricken out. From the aggregate of its original 
appropriations, more than a million of dollars 
have been subducted, leaving the measure, in its 
present shape, conformed to those maxims of 
necessary and practical defense, and of wise and 
economical] expenditure, which, I trust, will ever 
be observed in the operations of this Government. 
Mr. R. declared his utter opposition to those 
visionary and extravagant schemes of fortifica- 
tions which had been concocted by the engineer 
bureau. He had great respect for the patriotism, 
as well as the talent of that corps; but they had 
been deluded by their professional enthusiasm, 
and an exclusive devotion to a favorite science. 
When they gravely talked of ‘ shutting owt war 
and all its more serious evils from our territory”’ 
by a chain of fortresses of more than three thou- 
sand miles in extent; and thus rendering our coast 
impervious to an enemy, he must look a their 
lans as the offspring of theoretic enthusiasm, 
however patriotic, rather than the result of safe 
calculation and of sound practical judgment. 
Happily for the country, the enthusiasm of pro- 
fessional science had found a check in the vigor- 
ous common sense and the cool and sagacious in- 
tellect which preside over the War Department. 
The Secretary, in his admirable report of the 7th 
of April last, had established the landmarks of 
a sound and rational policy on this subject. That | 
report, he trusted, would be the chart by which | 
our legislation would be governed. It was a re- | 


/currence to the principles of Washington and 


Jefferson, and eminently seasonable at the present 


| moment in arresting schemes of plausible though 


unprofitable expenditure, which, by an invaria- 


| ble law of nature, spring up in the hotbed of a 
| redundant Treasury. 


It was a monument of the 


wisdom and patriotism of the Secretary, and | 


| entitled him to the thanks of the country. 
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importance to merit the care of the Government | 
| 


ests, private and public, collected there? 


comprehend Baltimore, standing among the first 
commercial towns of the Atlantic, New Orleans, 


the emporium of the West, and Pensacola, our || the plan of the work to the principles laid down 
great naval station on the Gulf of Mexico, within || in his report. Now, sir, (said Mr. R.,) this is 
the scope of that degree of commercial and naval | 


importance which entitles them to the protection 
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cution of the work; but adds, that ** before any 


| 
Mr. R. said his friend from Georgia,[Mr. Kine, } 
conscious of thé weight of this high authority, | 
had sought to bring it to his aid by reading a 
passage of the report, in which the Secretary 
speaks of the propriety of previous surveys to 
determine the plan and extent of the proposed 
fortifications, in every case, before the commence- 
ment of the work. But the Senate will remark, 
that the survey is spoken of there as a condition 
precedent to the expenditure, not the appropriation 
of the money. On the contrary, the Secretary 
expressly recommends that the appropriations be 








Would || made now for all the fortifications embraced in this 
not the honorable gentleman also, in the liberal |) bill, as a season will thereby be saved in the prose- 
patriotism with which 1 know he is animated, | 





expenditure be incurred, an examination should | 
be made’’ by a board of officers, in order to adapt 





precisely what I think ought to be done. He | 





















liance on the body of its citizens for the defense 
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(of which there was a striki 


king example in his 
own State) to be projected on a amis at vastly 
disproportionate magnitude and expense. 

It was with this understanding of the measure,. 
that he would erty A 6c his vote for the bil} 
under consideration. e believed it, in its pres. 
ent shape, entirely consistent with the maxims of 
a wise economy, ee to the abundant 
means now afforded by the national Treasury, 
demanded by a provident and ag Sate regard to 
the public safety, and especially due, in some of 
its provisions, toa — of the country, (allud- 
ing to the ports of Maine and New Hampshire,) 
which is peculiarly exposed by its position, and 
has been heretofore destitute of protection. At 
the same time he hoped he would not be consid- 
ered by any one as relaxing in his determined 
adherence to those principles of Democratic policy 
alluded to by his friend from Georgia, which in- 


culcate ey and a the adminis- 
tration of the Government, an ramount re- 


of the country—principles, on the rational obsery- 
ance of which he firmly believed, with that gen- 
tleman, the success of our institutions vitally de- 


pended. 

Mr. WEBSTER observed that no charge could 
be more unjust than that which ascribed to the 
Senate any delay in the fortification bills. He 
must say, that whatever had been recommended 
for the defenses of the country had received the 
utmost degree of the attention of the Senate. 
With respect to this bill, the question was not 
one of strict principle, but of expediency. Every 
man must see that the project of fortifications 
might be carried out to an unreasonable extent; 
but this bill could not be considered in that light. 
| They came to its consideration, not as it was 

when first presented to them, but as the Senate 
had now made it; and the question was, was it 
liable to the ee that had been urged 
against it by the Senator from Kentucky, and the 
Senator from Georgia? He was inclined to think 
that the great objections expressed to-day had 
been imbibed nst it in its general form. at 
were the provisions of the bill as it now stood? 
It was said that it created no fortifications at 
points not heretofore fortified. This wus not a 
true state of the case. It proposed some new 
works it was true; but in more than one half of 
the instances it proposed to fortify points at which 
fortifications had heretofore existed. 

Before considering this bill further, he wished 
to notice the grounds on which the policy of for- 
tifications rested. For what purpose should for- 
tifications be made? To keep an invading army 
out of the country? Certainly not. He looked 
for no other defenses against an invading army 
than those contemplated by the Senators from 
Georgia and Kentucky, the armed freemen of the 
country, and the Navy of the United States. He 
did not look upon fortifications as defenses against 
an invading army or navy. Ifthese, then, were 
not the objects of fortifications, for what purpose 
should they be constructed? The object was to 
secure such fortified rae against a sudden at- 
tack, even by a small force; for the greatest army 
or navy in the world could not give the assurance 
that a single ship would not enter into a harbor 

| and destroy all the is rty there. He knew no 
other object for which fortifications should be 





attached (he said) great importance to these sur- | 
veys, and to precise and definite plans founded 
onthem. They served as checks on wasteful or 
injudicious expenditure, and to fix responsibility. 
e relied on the declaration of the Secretary, 
that they would in every case be made; and we | 
: ction had by this very bill, in pursuance ofthe recom- 
ny of War in that able and judicious report || mendation of the Secretary, appropriated $30,000 
which has been appealed to on all sides as the || for the expense of a special Saeed of engineers, 
standard of a sound and rational policy on this | to enable him to have these surveys satisfactorily 
subject. ; : |executed. He relied, moreover, that the plans | 
_ Gentlemen have indulged in general denuncia- || of the engineers would, in every case, be sub- 
tions against a system of fortifications. In the || jected to the careful revision of the Secretary; 
zeal of their opposition, they have pictured our || that they would be brought to the arbitrament of 
‘whole coast as frowning with ramparts, and || a stern, practical common sense, proportioning 


| constructed. Take, for instance, Penobscot. The 
object was to defend that place, not against an 
invading army or navy, but against any sudden 
attack that ae be made on it. He was willing 
to give $100,000 forthat object, and would do the 
same for Kennebec, which had a dense popula- 
tion, and contained a vast amount of peer 
liable to sudden destruction by a small force. So 
also with respect to other places provided for in 
the bill. He did not therefore think the bill 
deserved the character given to it by his friends 
from Georgia and Kentucky, asa bill intended to 
defend the country against the aggressions of an 
invading enemy. He viewed it as providing de- 
fenses for commercial places which could not be 


of fortifications? 1 mention these places (said 
Mr. R.) as a specimen of those provided for in 
the bill. The others, if not sustained in their 
claims by precisely the same considerations, have 
= in their favor special military reasons which 

ave secured to them the full sanction of the Sec- 








blackened with cannon. ey have told us of 

the mischiefs and dangerous impolicy of ertrava- 

gant _— riations for such abjects. In all this 
r. 


the magnitude of the works to such probable con- 
tingencies of sudden attack or rise as they 
might be exposed to in the event of war, but 


defended by the militia, however well organized, 
because of their situation on the sea-board, — 
the sudden attacks of a naval or military force. 





(said-) -) Lheartily concur. Butis this bill || without any reference to the extremely improb- 


such a measure? It does not provide for a gen- | able bypes esis of aregular and protracted 


si 
eral system of fortifications upon our sea-board. || which already caused several fortifi _ 


One word more in reply to the gentleman who 
had spoken with such propriety against the in- 
crease ‘of the standing army for the purpose of 


amenities ee , 
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manning these fortifications. He thought that 
it by no means followed that the commencement 
of this system of fortification drew after it an in- 
crease of the army to man them, because, if the 
fortifications be there, and their armaments there 
also, they might be defended by the militia. It 
was buta geeton of expediency, after all, that 
they then had to consider. They had fortified 
New York, Boston, Charleston, and other com- 
mercial cities, and the question was, whether it 
was not proper, in the present financial condition 
of the country, to extend the system still further? 
He agreed that there was no immediate necessity 
for making the appropriations at this time; but as 
it was to be done some time or other, the situa- 
tion of the Treasury well justified its being done 
now. 

(The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
RIVES and WEBSTER, which will be given 
hereafter. ] 

The question was then taken on the final pas- 
sage of the bill, and it was passed by the follow- 
ing vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cuth- 
bert, Davis, Ewing of Illinois, Goldsborough, Grundy, 
Hendricks, Hiil, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, Linn, 
Morris, Naudain, Nicholas, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, Rives, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, TalJmadge, Tomlin- 
son, Walker, Webster, and Wright—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Calhoun, Crittenden, Ewing of Ohio 
ue ot Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Preston, an 


. ADMISSION OF ARKANSAS. 


The bill supplementary to the act providing for 
the admission of Arkansas into the Union was 
also read the third time and passed. 


RELIEF OF ALABAMA DESTITUTE. 

The amendment of the House to the joint res- 
olution authorizing the President of the United 
States to cause to be issued rations from the public 
stores to those destitute sufferers who have been 
driven from their homes by the hostilities of the 
Creek Indians, was taken up and considered. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, moved that the Sen- 
ate concur in the amendment. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to amend the 
amendment by adding the words, ‘‘ provided that 
those homes were not on the unceded Indian 
lands.’’? Mr. E. said he had understood, from 
what had been said in the other House, that there 
were many of the refugees who had been intrud- 
ers on Indian lands, and had been partly instru- 
mental in gay bs present disturbances. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that there were no 
such class of persons in that country. He would 
not, however, object to the amendment, believing 
that it would not apply to any of those to be re- 
lieved by the resolution. 

This amendment was lost without a division; 
and after some remarks from Messrs. PRESTON 
and KING of Georgia, in opposition to the reso- 
lution, and from Messrs. Ki G of Alabama, and 
PORTER, in its support, 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table; which motion was agreed 
to—ayes 18, noes 15. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, May 26, 1836. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of Mr. Pinckney, from the select commit- 
tee on the subject of abolition. 

The CHAIR stated the present condition of 
the subject before the House. The select com- 
mittee had made a report concluding with three 
resolutions. The previous question had been 
demanded, and was ordered to be put by a vote 
of the House. The main question was on con- 
curring with the conmittee in their resolutions. 
Before the question was put, a division was called, 
and the vote taken by yeas and nays, on agreeing 
‘to the first resolution. Pending the call of the 
yeas and nays on this vote, several members de- 
~ clined voting, and asked to be excused; other 
members declined to vote, but did not ask to be 
excused. After the list of members was called 


through, and before the result of the vote was an- 


nounced, some other points were raised upon the 
Sage ofthe pedsuodings on yesterday, the Elouse 

on yesterday, the Kiouse 
passed to the speclaborder of the day. 





































He stated that, in 1832, a case had occurred 
excused, and the decision of the question before 
the House was announced without his vote, 
though the House had refused to excuse him, 
leaving the incidental questions connected with 


the House. Were a different course to be pur- 
sued, it would lead to much embarrassment, as 
upon the question to excuse one member from 
voting, taken by yeas and nays, another might | 
decline voting on that question, and ask to be | 
excused; and this course might be pursued still | 
further, so as to prevent any. decision upon the 
original question before the dee. And as the 
result in this case could be effected by the votes 
of those who had declined voting, whether given 
to the one side or the other, the Chair was of 
opinion that the vote of yesterday should not be 
suspended, but the decision upon the resolution 
of the committee should be announced, leaving 
the incidental questions which had arisen to be 
subsequently settled whenever it should suit the 
pleasure of the House to take them up for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, appealed from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. ADAMS said the case cited by the Chair 
was one in which he was personally concerned. 





On that occasion he had asked to be excused from || 


voting, and had stated his reasons in writing, | 
which were entered on the Journal. 
precisely what he required of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr.Grascock.] He thought the case 
cited not in poe 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, desired to say 
a word or two on the subject of his appeal. 

The CHAIR said that, under the rule, this ap- 
peal could not be debated. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY then asked for the yeas 
and nays on the appeal; which were ordered. 

Mr. LEWIS did not vote yesterday. Ifhe had 
been in his seat, he should not have voted. He 
made this statement in order that he might take 
his part of the responsibility. 

Before the. vote was announced on the appeal, 
Mr. ROBERTSON said he had not voted, because 
he might, perhaps, be personally concerned in 
the result. — ; ; 

The decision of the Chair was then sustained 
—yeas 138, nays 46; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, Bockee, 
Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, 
Burns, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, 
John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, 
Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Deberry, Denny, Dick- 
erson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlin, 
French, Fry, PhiloC. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, 
James Garland, Gillet, Giascock, Grantiand, Grayson, 
Griffin, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Samuel 8. Harrison, 
Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Henderson, Herster, 
Holsey, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, 
Jabez Jackson, William Jackson, Cave Johnson, Henry 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Benjamin 
Jones, Johu W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Gideon Lee, Joshua 





where a member declined voting, and asked to be | 


| 
his refusal to vote for the after consideration of | 
} 


|| mittee’ 


This was | 
| 
| 











Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Martin, 
Moses Mason, William Mason, May, McComas, McKay, 
McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Patterson, Franklin 
Pierce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Pinckney, Potts, Joseph Rey- 
nolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, William 
B. Shepard, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Spangler, Speight, 
Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, 
Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, 
Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and White—138. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Bailey, Bell, 
Bond, Bunch, George Chambers, Clark, Everett, Granger, 
Graves, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, 
Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Janes, Lawler, Lawrence, 
Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Lyon, Sampson Mason, 
McKennan, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pickens, Rencher, 
Russell, Augustine it. Shepperd, Slade, 8 e, Standefer, 
Steele, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, Elisha Whittlesey, 
Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—46. 


In answer to inquiries, as to what would be- 
come of the votes of those gentlemen who had 
asked to be excused if they should hereafter be 
required to vote, the Chair said, that the failure 
of gentlemen to vote could not arrest the decision 
of the House. 

The first resolution was then declared to have 
been adopted—yeas 182, nays 9. [See list of 
i| yesterday. ] 

The second resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Congress ought not to interfere in an 
way with slavery in the District of Columbia. , 





| "The House proceeded to vote by yeas and nays 
| upon the adoption of this resolution. 

| When the name of Mr. Apams was called, he 
asked to be excused from voting. 

| The CHAIR said the gentleman’s name would 
_ be passed for the present. 

Mr. GRANGER also, when his name was 
| called, rose, and commenced reading from a man- 
| nuscript, to this effect: 
| **I decline voting on the second resolution 
reported by Mr. Pinckney from the select com- 





| Mr. G. was here called to order by various 
| members. 
Mr. GRANGER continued. 
to be excused because”’ 
Mr. G. was again loudly called to order in 
| every part of the House. 
The CHAIR said it was not in order for the 
— to make an argument pending the vote 
| by yeas and nays. 


**T do not ask 





| “Mr. GRANGER then yielded the floor. 

| Mr. WISE declined voting, for reasons which 
| he sent to the Chair, bat which were not read. 

| Before the vote was announced, 

| Mr. COFFEE asked the permission of the 
| House to record his vote. He had risen from a 
sick bed, contrary to the advice of his friends and 
| physician, for the — of voting on these 
resolutions He had been in an adjoining room, 
and the officers of the House had neglected to 
comply with his request, to be notified when the 
vote was taken. It was under these peculiar 


|| circumstances that he had made the request. 


| 
| Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, objected. 
| The second resolution was then declared to be 


YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, Barton, 
| Bean, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, 
Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Burns, Cambreleng, Ca- 
| sey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, 
| John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cra- 
mer, Cushman, Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, 
Dunlap, Fairfield, Parlin, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Grantiand, 
Graves, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hardin, Harlan, Al- 
bert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Holsey, Howard, How- 
ell, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jack- 
son, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kinnard, 
Klingensmith, Lansing, Laporte, sane Vans Othaae Lee, Leon- 
ard, Logan, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Martin, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, May, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Ow- 
ens, Page, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, James A. 
Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Pickens, Pinckney, Rencher, 
John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, 
Schenck, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Spangler, Speight, Standefer, 
Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, John Thonr- 
son, Toucey, Turner, Turriil, Underwood, Vanderpoel, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, White, Lewis Wil- 
liams, and Sherrod Williams—132. 

NAYS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Bailey, Bond, Borden, 
Briggs, Willian B. Calhoun, Carr, George Chambers, Childs, 
Clark, Cushing, Denny, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, Grennell, 
Hiland Hall, Hard, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hazeltine, Hen- 
derson, Heister, Hoar, Hunt, tngersoll, William Jackson, 
Janes, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Lane, Lawrence, Joshua 
Lee Lincoin, Sampson Mason, McCarty, McKennan, Mor- 
ris, Parker, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Russell, Slade, Sprague, 
Vinton, and Elisha Whittlesey —45. 

The preamble and third resolution were then 
| read, as follows: 

And whereas it is extremely important and desirable 
that the agitation of this subject should be finally arrested, 
for the purpose of rest tranquillity to the public mind 
your committee respectfully recommend the adoption of 
the following additional resolution, viz : 

Resolved, That all petitions, memorials, resolutions, prop- 
ositions, or papers, relating in any way, or to any extent 
whatever, to subject of slavery, or the abolition of 
slavery, shall, without being either printed or referred, be 
laid upon the table, and that no further action whatever 
shall be had thereon. 

Mr. PHILLIPS rose to make a point of order, 
and was proceeding to state the same, when 

Mr. HAWES called him to order; on the 
ground that he was making an argument. 

The CHAIR requested the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to reduce his point of order to 
writing. i : : 

The hour of eleven having arrived, the Chair 
announced the special order of the day. 

Mr. PATTON moved to:suspend the rule, for 
the purpose of disposing of the subject before the 
House; which was agreed to—ayes 126, noes not 
counted. : 

Mr. PHILLIPS then sent to the Chair the fol- 
lowing point of order: 
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committee, specially instructed to two reso- 
oe form of which _ given by the House, re. 
@nother resolution, changing the rules and orders of the 
in regard to the management of its business, and de- 
priving citizens of the privilege of obtaining the usual con- 
sideration of petitions on subjects other than those referred 
to the committee ? 

The CHAIR stated, that it was not within the 
competency of the Speaker to draw within the 
vortex of order the question raised by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. Questions relating to 
the jurisdiction of the committees of the House, 
or whether they had or had not exceeded that ju- 
risdiction, or transcended the authority conferred 
upon them by the House, were for the House, 
and not the Speaker, to determine. If gentlemen 
were of opinion that committees, in their reports, 
had exceeded the authority given them by the 
Tiouse, there were other modes of correcting what 
they had done; as, for example, the report may 
be recommitted with instructions; or the House 
on that, as well as other grounds, may refuse to 
concur in their report. 

The point now raised could not, therefore, be 
considered.as a point of order to be decided by 
the Chair. It was in some respects analogous to 
the case of inconsistent amendments proposed, in 
which case it was well settled, that “‘if an amend- 
ment be proposed inconsistent with one already || 
agreed to, it isa fit ground for its rejection by |; 
the House, but not within the competence of the 
Speaker to suppress, as if it were against order; 
for, were he permitted to draw questions of con- 
sistence within the vortex of order, he might usurp 
a negative on important modifications, and sup- 
press, instead of subserving, the legislative will.”’ 

So in this case, if the House shall be satisfied | 
that the committee were not clothed with author- \| 
ity, by the order of the House under which they 


subject upon which the House had just been act- 
ing. Several gentlemen had declined voting, and 
it was for the House to make such dispositions 
of these questions as it mightdeem proper. The 
Chair had also received two communications from 
members, aonigning their reasons for not voting 
on a portion of the resolutions. 

Mr. GLASCOCK desired to have the reasons 
which had induced him to move to be excused 
from voting entered upon the Journal. He was 
proceeding to address the House, when he was 
called to order. 

Numerous suggestions and points of order were 
made by several members, when Mr. MANN, 
of New York, called for the special orders of the 


day. 

The CHAIR entertained the motion, when 

Mr. ROBERTSON appealed from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to lay the 
appeal upon the table. 

Mr. OBERTSON called for the yeas and 
nays; which were not ordered; and the appeal 
was laid on the table without a count. 

The motion to proceed to the orders of the day 
was then agreed to. 

Mr. WISE moved to take up the resolution 
heretofore offered by his colleague, [Mr. Drom- 
GooxE,] calling for information in relation to the 
deposit banks, together with his amendment 
thereto, and asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were not ordered; and the motion was negatived 
without a count. 

Mr. BELL moved to suspend the special order, 
for the purpose of enabling him to report the bill 
making appropriations for Indian annuities, &c., 
with the amendments of the Senate, and that said 
bill be taken up and acted on; which was nega- 


were appointed, to report this resolution, * it || tived. 


may be a fit ground for its rejection by the House, | 
but not within the competence of the Speaker to 
suppress, as if it were against order.”’ 

r. PHILLIPS then moved to lay the pream- 
“Je and third resolution on the table. 


Mr. GRENNELL asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and the motion to lay 
on the table was negatived—yeas 69, nays 118. 

The question recurring upon the adoption of 
the preamble and third resolution, the Clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

When the name of Mr. Apams was called, that 
pean rose and said: I hold the resolution to 
e a direct violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, the rules of this House, and the 
rights of my constituents. Mr, A. resumed his 
seat amid loud cries of ‘*Order!’’ from all parts 
of the Hall. 

The third resolution was then agreed to—yeas 
117, nays 68; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ash, Ashley, Barton, 
Bean, Bockee, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Burns, Cam- 
breleng, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. 
Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, 
Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Deberry, Dickerson, 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlan, French, 
Fry, William K. Fuller, Gatbraith, Gillet, Grantland, 
Graves, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hardin, Harlan, Albert G. 
Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, 
Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, 
Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Jolmson, Ken- 


.non, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lansing, Gideon 


Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, 
Abijab Mann, Martin, William Mason, Moses Mason, May, 
McComas, McKay, McCeon, McKun, McLene, Miller, 
Montgomery, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, 
Franklin Pierce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, 
Pinckney, Reneher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Rip- 
ley, Roane, Rogers, Seymour, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, Speight, Standefer, 
Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Toucey, Towns, Turmer, 
‘Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, White, 
Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Wiliiams—117. 
NAYS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Bailey, Beaumont, Bond, 
Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, William B. Calhoun, Carr, 
George Chambers, Childs, Ciark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, 
Denny, Everett, Philo C. Puller, James Garland, Glascock, 
Granger, Gremuell, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hard, Harper, 
Hazecltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Howell, 
Hunt, — R. Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, John 
W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Lane, Laporte, Law 
rence, Lincola, Leve, Sampson Mason, McCarty, McKen- 
nan, Morris, Parker, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, 
Pickens, Potts, Reed, », Russell, Schenck, Shinn, 
Slade, Spracuo, Steele, Storer, John "Thomson, Vinton, 
Wardwell, Webster, and Elisha Whittlesey —68. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, called for the spe- 
cial orders of the day. 

‘The CHAIR stated that there were incidental 
questions which had arisen in the progress of the 





Mr. ROBERTSON moved to suspend the rule, 
to enable him to state, in writing, and to have 
entered upon the Journal, his reasons for de- 
| clining to vote on the second resolution reported 

by the select committee on the subject of aboli- 


| tion. 


Mr. HOAR suggested that the motion should 
be so amended as to enable others who did vote 
to assign their reasons for the vote which they 

ave. 


. Mr. LINCOLN moved to amend the motion 


| so as to suspend the rules for the additional pur- 





pose of presenting petitions in relation to the 
admission of Arkansas into the Union. 

The amendment was negatived, as was also the 
original motion. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


In execution of the special order, adopted some 
days since, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill to change the organization of the 
Post Office Department, and to provide more effect- 
ually for the settlement of the accounts thereof. 

he bill had been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole with sundry amendments, and the 
question was on concurring with the commitiee 
on their proposed amendments. 

Various amendments were then read, and con- 
curred in without a count. , 

The clause, as amended, defined the duties of 
the Auditor for the Post Office Department, and 
particularly that part of it requiring him to per- 
form such duties as might be ay see to him by 
the Postmaster General and the tary of the 
Treasury, or either of them. In the original bill 
he was made responsible to the former officer 
only; it was excepted to, and 

The amendment was op Mr. McKAY; 

And advocated by Messrs. HARPER and 
EVERETT, when it was concurred in. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved to non- 
concur in the following amendment to the 23d 
clause: ‘* And the contracts, in all cases, shall be 
awarded to the lowest bidder.” 


-|| Mr. JOHNSON briefly — what he con- 


| sidered would be the inevitable result if this pro- 
ee a= 4 oo ent “ 

r. deemed this a very important 
amendment, after the knowledge they now had 
of the abuses in relation to this matter. 

The amendment was further discussed b 


Messrs. BRIGGS, HARPER, and JOHNSO 
of Tennessee. , 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to amend 
the amendment by adding the following thereto: 
Except in wherein the lowest bidder " 
See Bee orc cee ee ee 
the requisitions of this act.” bog 
After some discussion, in which Messrs. 
EVERETT, HAWES, HUNTSMAN, CON. 
NOR, and BRIGGS took part, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, suggested to 
the mover of the amendment the following: 

Except in cases wherein the lowest bidder shall will- 
fully neglect to perform his contract, if a contractor at the 
pe of this act, or shall willfully neglect hereafter to per- 

acontract entered into with the Department. 

Mr. MANN accepted this as a substitute for 
his own amendment; and, after some discussion 
by Messrs. PEARCE of Rhode Island, WHIT- 

LESEY of Ohio, McCOMAS, P.C. FULLER, 
ware of New York, EVERETT, and HAR- 


Mr. MANN withdrew his amendment, and 
the amendment of the committee was concurred 


in. . 

Mr. HUNTSMAN moved to amend the 24th 

| section, so aso provide that no person engaged 
in the printing, publishing, or distributing of 
newspapers, periodicals, or tracts, shall be a con- 
tractor or postmaster; and that any such person 
shall be forthwith dismissed from office. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. HUNTS- 
MAN, MANN of New York, ROBERTSON, 
EVERETT, JOHNSON, of Tennessee, and 
GILBERT, 

Mr. MANN called for such a division as con- 
fined the operation of the amendment to post- 
masters; which braneh of it was agreed to. 

On the second branch of the amendment, Mr. 
EVERETT asked for the yeas and nays, when 
it was found that there was no quorum present. 

Mr. HALL, of Maine, moved a call of the 
House, when the Chair counted—ayes 40, noes 
45—still no quorum. 

_Mr. MA made a few remarks in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN briefly supported it. 

After a few remarks from Mr. BRIGGS, the 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN moved an amendment to the fol- 
lowing amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole to the thirty-fourth section of the bill: 

‘** And no person shall be appointed or hold the office of 
deputy postmaster who shall not be an actual resident of 
the city or town wherein the office is situated,” by addin 
the following: “ or the district of country usually supplie 
by said office.” 

After some remarks by Messrs. GRAVES, 
PEARCE of Rhode Island, PARKER, EVER- 
ETT, REED, ADAMS, McKAY, and WARD- 
WELL, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY then moved to amend the ori- 
ginal amendment by striking out the words, * be 

i or;’’? which was agreed to—ayes 92, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. MANN moved to strike out the word 
‘‘deputy;’’? which was agreed to. . 

The amendment as amended was then con- 
curred in without a division. 

The following additional clause agreed to in 
Committee of the Whole was then read: 

Sec. 38. And be it further enacted, That from the thir- 
‘ty-first day of December, one thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-six, the Cihearing salts of shall be eharged 
upon all letters and packets carried in thé mail of the United 
States, excepting such as are by law exempt from postage, 
to wit: 

Fore single letter, or letter com of one 
carrie sa enn ing fifty miles, five — — 


Over fifty, aud not exceeding one hundred miles, ten 
cents. 
Over one hundred, and not exceeding two hundred miles, 
fifteen cents. ; 
Over two hundred, and not exceeding four hundred miles, 
twenty cents. 
Over four hundred, and not exceeding eight hundred miles, 
twenty-five cents. 
Over eight hundred miles, thirty cents. 
And for every letter or packet composed of two pieces 
double these rates; and for every letter or packet 
of three pieces, triple these rates; and for every letter or 
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Mr. MANN, of New York, drew the attention 
of the House to the great reduction in the minor 
rates of postage; in addition to which it should 
be borne in mind, that more than one half of the 
whole revenue of the Post Office was derived from 
the lower than from the | rrates. The effect 
of the reduction of the tariff was not to increase, 
but to reduce the income of the Department, and 
such was the object of the committee who had 
reported this bill. 

After some further discussion, on motion of 
Mr.MANN, the bill under consideration, together 
with the ‘* post route’’ bill, were made the special 
order for to-morrow, from and aftereleven o’clock. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Faway, May 27, 1836. 


Mr. ROBINSON, on leave, introduced a bill 
to provide for the inspection, mustering, and pay- 
ment of volunteers and militia when called into 
service; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate whether any increase or improvement of organiza- 
tion is needed in the ordnance corps. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee 

on Public Lands, reported a bill to create a north- 
western land district in the State of Louisiana, 
and the Des Moines land district in the territory 
west of the Mississippi, and north of the State of 
Missouri;which was read and ordered to a second 
reading. 
Mr. TOMLINSON moved to take up the bill 
to provide for the payment of gertain pensioners 
in the States of Virginia and Ohio; which was 
agreed to; and the bill, after being amended, was 
ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, reported a bill au- 
thorizing the corporate authorities of Georgetown 
to dispose of a portion of two streets in said town, 
which have been rendered useless by the con- 
struction of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal; which 
was read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. PRESTON moved that the Senate take up 
the bill for increasing the medical staff of the 
Army; which motion was agreed to; and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 

Mr. BENTON rose and said that there was a 
Senator who would leave the body to-morrow, 
in consequence of having been called to fill a high 
station in one of the States, and that this Senator 
wished to have an opportunity, before his depart- 
ure, of addressing the Senate on a subject in which 
he took a great interest, and respecting which he 
had been instructed by his Legislature. The sub- 
ject to which he alluded was the expunging reso- 

ution, and he asked the Senate to take it up. It 
would be laid down again (Mr. B. said) as soon 
as the Senator should finish his address. 

The resolutions were accordingly taken up for 
consideration, when 

Mr. HILL addressed the Senate in a speech of 
considerable length in support of the resolution; 
after which it was laid on the table. 

DEPOSITS OF THE PUBLIC MONEYS. 

_Mr. CALHOUN then moved to take up the 
bill regulating the mops of the public moneys; 
which motion was adopted. 

_ The ion before the Senate was the propo- 
sition of Mr. Wricur to strike out the whole of 
the bill, and insert a substitute as an amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT addressed the Senate in a 
speech of considerable length in support of the 
amendment, and in opposition to the plan of Mr. 
Canoun. 

_ On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate ad- 
journed. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 27, 1836. 
The Clerk commenced the reading of the Jour- 
nal of yesterday, when 
ADAMS requested that the names of the 
members should be 


repeated upon the several 


y’s resolutions; which was 
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After the yeas and nays upon the adoption of || men to vote. His decision was not based upon 


the first resolution, the Journal stated that several 
members (naming them) had asked to be excused 
from voting, and that Messrs. Tuompson of South 
Carolina, and Wise had declined voting. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to correct the Journal in 
reference to Mr. Wise, by stating that he refused 
to vote. The gentleman from South Carolina | 
(Mr. THompson] had declined voting. 

Mr. WISE said that both the gentleman from 
South Carolina (not then in his seat) and himself 
had positively refused to vote. } 

The CHAIR said it was not usual, in making | 
up the Journal, to give the precise language used | 
by a member. It would be difficult for the Clerk 
to do so; and when it was stated that the gentle- 
man from Virginia declined voting, the Chair sup-. 
posed that the entry was substantially correct. 

Mr. ADAMS simply desired that the Journal || 
should state the facts as they occurred. l 

Mr. HUNTSMAN contended that it was not || 
proper to enter upon the Journal everything that || 
was said by a member. Were they to do so, it | 
might lead to the most inconceivable mischief. |} 
A member might in this way introduce into the 
Journal a few chapters of Vattel, or a speech two 
hours in length. ‘They had assembled there for 
a very poor purpose, if everything said by them 
was to be spread upon the Journals. There was 
a great deal said there, which, for the sake of | 
those concerned, had better never be*repeated, | 
If the practice and rules of the House did not | 
warrant the amendment proposed, he hoped it 
would not prevail. 

Mr. WISE wished to see the Journals speak the | 
truth, and the space which might be occupied in | 
giving the facts, was a matter of no consequence. | 
He had gone further than merely declining to || 
vote, and had refused to vote. He desired that || 
the Journal might be so amended as to read that 
he declined and refused to vote. This was all he 
asked. 

Mr. ROBERTSON thought the Journal should 
simply state the facts, but not the reasons upon 
which they were founded. 

Mr. HAMER recollected that on the day before 
yesterday the gentleman from Virginia had posi- 
tively refused to vote upon the first resolution; | 
but he did not recollect that he yesterday refused | 
to answer to his name. 

The CHAIR said it was in reference to the 1 
vote on the former day that-the question had || 
arisen. 

Mr. WISE had refused to vote yesterday in || 
stronger terms than those used on the day before. | 

Mr. PARKS objected to amending the Jour- || 
nals so far as regarded Mr. Tuompson, as he was || 
not in his seat. i| 

Messrs. WISE and PICKENS affirmed that || 
Mr. Tompson did refuse to vote. 

Mr. LEWIS stated to the Chair that he had 
declined voting on either of the resolutions, for 
the reason that he did not think the House had | 
anything to do with the subject of slavery, any | 
more than of religion; not wishing, however, to | 
embarrass the House or delay its proceedings, he || 
had not made any objections at the time. He 
believed that no petition on the subject ought to | 
be received, and, of course, no disposition could 
be made of them. 

The motion to amend the Journal in reference 
to Messrs. Wiseand THompson was then agreed | 
to 
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The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal; | 
but in a short time 

Mr. ADAMS said there was another inaccu- 
racy in the Journal. A decision of the Speaker 
was given in reference to the failure of members 
to vote, without previously giving the’ reasons 
which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Gras- 
cock] had reduced to writing, and sent to the 
Chair, and upon which the Chair had made his 
decision. The Journal therefore would, unless 
amended, not state the truth, as there would 
appear nothing upon which the decision was 
based. He therefore moved to amend the Jour- 
nal, so as to embrace what he had stated, and 
reduced his amendment to writing. 

The CHAIR had, upon the reading of the 
Journal yesterday, stated the question before the 
House, and had decided the point which arose 
the dey before upon the failure of several gentle- 


any paper presented by the gentleman from Gvor- 
gia, nor had he received any such paper. After 
the resolutions were adopted, the gentleman from 
Georgia had moved to have his reagons for not 
voting entered on the Journal. 

Mr. GLASCOCK had yesterday ssorning, in 
compliance with the aquest af the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,} made the day be- 
fore, reduced to writing his reasons for asking to 
be excused from voting; and when the question 
was announced yesterday, in order to avoid 
further difficulty, he rose and stated he was pre- 
pared to offer this paper. 

Mr. ADAMS said the statement of the gentle- 
man was substantially correct. 

After some conversation between the CHAIR 
and Messrs. ADAMS and GLASCOCK, the 
latter stated that he had proposed to offer the 
written paper, after the Speaker had commenced 
giving the decision referred to; but that it was 
not sent to the Chair, and the latter proceeded 
with the decision which he was delivering at the 
time. 

Mr. Avams’s proposition to amend the Journal 


| was then modified, according to the recollections 
| of Mr. Grascock, insubstance, ‘* that whilst the 


Speaker was delivering his opinion, Mr.G, offered 
to one a paper containing his reasons,’’ &c. 
r. SPEIGHT hoped the amendment would 
not be made. If every proposition which was 
discussed, or offered to be resented there, was to 
go on the Journal, it would be extended to a most 
unwarrantable length. He moved to lay the res- 
olution to amend on the table, 
Mr. ADAMS said the gentleman would save 


| much time and trouble by withdrawing this mo- 


tion. 


Mr. LEE, of New York, called the gentleman to 


| order, on the ground that it was not competent 
| to debate the motion. 


Mr. ADAMS. Thisis a motion that to speak 
- truth upon the Journal shall be laid upon the 

le. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN suggested to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. Sreicut) to with- 
draw his motion, and let them reject the proposi- 
tion to amend. 

Mr. SPEIGHT then withdrew the motion to 


| lay the amendment on the table. 


After some further remarks by Messrs. SUTH- 
ERLAND, ADAMS, and REED, in reference 


| to the precise phraseology of the amendment, 


Mr. GLASCOCK remarked that the motion to 
correct the Journal was made without his knowl. 
edge, and he was indifferent as to the result; but 
he felt it his duty, in justice to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, (Me. Avams,] to state the 
facts as they occurred, aad were recollected by 


m. 
Mr. POTTS recollected that the gentleman 


|| from Georgia had proposed to offer a paper when 


this question was first taken up yesterday, but, 
upon the suggestion of the Chair, had declined 
pressing it upon the consideration of the House. 

The question was then put upon the motion to 
amend; but before the decision was announced, 
Mr. ADAMS asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The hour of eleven having arrived, Mr. MANN, 
of New York, called for the orders of the day. 

The CHAIR said the reading of the Journal 
must first be completed. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD desired to know dis- 
tinetly whether the decision of the Chair which 
had been referred to was consequent upon the 


paper, or the offer to present the r, drawn 
up by the gentleman from Georgia 
The CHAIR and Mr. GLASCOCK simulta- 


neously replied that it was not. 

Mr. HAMER said it was evidentthat the mere 
offer to present the paper whilst the Chair was 
delivering an opinion, was an interruption not 
Socesmnry to be votiosd on the Journal. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND said the facts of the case 
were — sj by “ ee of his a 
league r. Ports. request {o present the 
paper ea been vont sa He must,. therefore, 
vote against the amendment. ‘ : 

Mr. GLASCOCK might have withdrawn his 

est. His recollection did notserve him as to 
the fact. 
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The motion to amend the Journal was then 
tived—yeas 67, nays 111. : 

Mr. PHILLIPS said it was proper for him to 
state, that he had voted in the negative upon the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, and that 
his vote was not recorded. He moved that the 
vote be entered; which was agreed to. 

The reading of the Journal was then resumed. 
It was stated that on the second resolution, several 

entiemen declined to vote, and among others 

Mr. Grancer,of New York 

Mr. ADAMS said that the gentleman from 
New York had assigned, or attempted to assign, 
his reasons for declining to vote. That fact did 
not appear on the Journal, 


Mr. GRANGER moved to amend the Journal || 


by stating that he ‘declined to vote upon the 
second resolution, and was proceeding to assign 
his reasons, when he was called to order by the 
Chair.”’ 

The CHAIR said it was a well settled rule, 
that while the call of the yeas and nays was pro- 
gressing, it was out of cules to discuss any prop- 
osition, or address any remarks to the House. 
The gentleman had been called to order for a vio- 
lation of this rule. 

Mr. GRANGER did not censure the Chair. 
If there was any responsibility in the case, he 
was willing that it should fall upon himself. 

Mr. ADAMS asked for the yeas and nays on 
Mr. Grancer’s motion to amend the Journal; 
which were not ordered. 

After some conversation between the CHAIR 


and Messrs. McKENNAN and ROBERTSON, | 
Mr. PARKS inquired whether it was custom- | 
ary to enter every interruption or attempt to vio- | 


late the rules of the House on the Journal? 
Mr. GRANGER contended that the 28th rule 
of the House, which required every member to 


vote unless excused for especial reasons, justified | 


the course which he had pursued, and that he was 
not out of order. 

Mr. ADAMS (in reply to Mr. Parks) inquired 
if it was customary to move the previous question 
upon three resolutions of vital importance, with- 
out a single word of debate, and that, too, when 
the motion was made by a member of the com- 
mittee who reported them, and was sustained by 
a majority of that committee? He repeated, was 
it customary tocrowd down the previous question, 
upon subjects so deeply important, without per- 
mitting one single word of debate? 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that he 
was wandering from the question betore the 
House. 

Mr. SPEIGHT had a single word to say in 
reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts. He 
would ask him whether it was customary, when 
a bill was reported for rechartering the Bank of 
the United States, to press the previous question 
several times the same day upon it, without per- 
mitting any debate ? 

The CHAIR said the gentleman was notin order. 

Mr. BRIGGS said the House had decided by 
a large rey that the question of excusin 
members from voting must be postponed unt 
after the question before the House was decided. 
cor following that decision, the gentleman 
from New York {Mr. Grancer] rose while the 
eall of the yeas and nays was progressing, and 
attempted to assign his reasons for not voting. 
‘The gentleman could as properly have risen when 
his name was called, and moved to adjourn or to 
recommit the resolutions, as to do what he desired 
at the time. He thought that the amendment 
proposed to the Journal ought not to be made. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he was op- 

osed to the motion entirely. His colleague 

Mr. Grancerr] yesterday undertook knowingly 
to commit a violation of the-rules and orders of 
that House and his duties, for the purpose of es- 
caping the responsibility of voting upon a delicate 
resolution, in the peculiar attitude he now occu- 
pied before the country; and he (Mr. M.) would 
therefore not agree to extend to him any favor or 
courtesy whatever. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, supported the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from New 
York, and, in the course of his remarks, was 
called to order several times by the Chair, on ac- 
count of the irrelevancy of the topics which he 
discussed. 


| 
SEY of Ohio, WILLIAMS of North Carolina, 


Mr. ADAMS requested permission to state the 
essential difference between the case cited yester- 
day by the Chair, asa precedent, and the case 
upon which the decision was made. He was 
proceeding, when 

The CHAIR said that what the gentleman 
proposed to state would have been a proper argu- 
ment pending the apeee esterday from the de- 
a of the Chair, but that it was not now in 
order. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved the previous 
question; which was seconded—ayes 86, noes 49; 
| and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The amendmentof Mr. Grancer was then 
negatived—ayes 60, noes 96. 

‘he journal was further read, when Mr. AD- 
| AMS inquired whether there was any entry made 
| in reference to his not voting on the third resolu- 
tion? ‘ 

The CHAIR said that it was stated the gentle- 
| man declined voting. 

Mr. ADAMS did not decline voting. He had 
| answered to his name, and had sent that answer 
to the Chair. 

The CHAIR stated that one of the messengers 
had handed to him (for what purpose he knew 
| not) a paper which he believed to be in the hand- 
| writing of the gentleman from Massachusetts, to 
this effect: «I hold the resolution to be in direct 
|| violation of the Constitution of the United States, 
| of the rules of this House, and of the rights of 
my constituents.”’ 

Mr. ADAMS then moved to amend the Jour- 
nal by stating, ‘*when the name of Mr. Apams 
was called, he answered,’’ (as above stated,) 
** and sent his answer to the Chair.”’ 

Mr. A. proceeded to read the case cited by the 
| Chair, of 1832, when the decision of the main 
| question was announced where a member asked 
| to be excused from voting, without first determ- 
| ining the question of excusing; when he was 
interrupted b 
‘| ‘The CHAIR, who said that this case had no 
|| relevancy to the motion which had been made to 
amend the Journal. It was a mere question of 
fact, to be decided by the House, and the debate 
upon it must be confined to very narrow limits. 

Mr. ADAMS desired to cite the case of 1832, 
as a reason why his amendment should be 
adopted. 

Mr. A. continued his remarks, and proceeded 
to read from the ease of 1832; when 

The CHAIR again interrupted him, and re- 
marked that it was not in order to discuss, upon 
the present motion, what the House had done on 
a former occasion. He could not see wifat bear- 
ing the case which the gentleman was reading 
could possibly have on the question before the 
House. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
the Chair. 


| 
| 
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{ appeal from the decision of 

I am not discussing the question. I 

am reading this precedent in order to show that 

my reason should be entered on the Journal for 

not voting on the third resolution. He was pro- 

ceeding to characterize the document which he 
had before commenced reading, when 

The CHAIR said it was not competent for the 
gentleman to do that indirectly upon the appeal, 
which it had been decided he could not do directly 
upon his motion to amend the Journal. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved the pre- 
vious question; which was seconded—ayes 95, 
noes not counted; and the main question was 
ordered to be put. 

After some conversation between Messrs. 
| PHILLIPS, WISE, ADAMS, WHITTLE- 
_and the CHAIR, the question was taken upon the 
| appeal of Mr. Apams, and the decision of the 
|| Chair was sustained—ayes 97, noes 40. 
|| ‘The motion of Mr. Apams to amend the Jour- 
| nal was then negatived without a count. 
| Mr. ADAMS asked as a favor that the House 
|, would so amend the Journalas to state, that when 
| his name was called on the vote upon the third 

resolution, he ** answered, but did not vote.”’ 

This Paes was discussed by Messrs. 
ADAMS, TALIAFERRO, ANTHONY, HA- 
MER, WISE, and DROMGOOLE, when 

Mr. VANDERPOEL remarked, that had the 
gentleman from Massachusetts asked to be ex- 
cused at the time the vote was taken, he would 
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not have opposed his present est. He had, 
however, Ubclined ‘olin ’ ade thereby vio- 
lated the rules of the House. Mr. V. was of 
opinion that sufficient time had been consumed 
by gentlemen in the attempt to remedy their own 
disorder. He therefore moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was sustained by the House. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Apams was 
then negatived—yeas 55, nays 117. 

The remainder of the Journal was then read, 
when (it being half past one o’clock) the H’juse 
sag to the consideration of the orde s of 
the day. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House two 
communications from the President of the United 
States, transmitting reports, in part, from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to the resolution of , 
the House calling for information in regard to the 
causes of the Seminole war; which were referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAYNES moved that the messages and 
ane ar documents be printed. 

Mr. WISE stated that he had been informed 
by the Secretary of War, that the clerks of that 
Department were at that time busily engaged in 
transcribing the necessary papersand corresnond- 
| ence, and that the whole would be forwarded to 

the House by Wednesday next, when it would 
be better to print the whole together. 

Mr. HAYNES said, for that reason, he would 
withdraw the motion to print. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


| Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, on leave, sub- 
| mitted the following resolution; which was agreed 
| 
| 





to: ; ; 

Resolved, That thegCommittee of Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing a compensation 
to John Murray for extra work done on Bodin’s Hill, on 
the Cumberland road, east of Zanesville. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
(by general consent,) 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to furnish this House with copies of any opinions or argu- 
ments which may now be on file in the Treasury Depart- 
ment respecting the claim to lands in Missouri, embodied 
in the reports of the late board of commissioners at St. Louis, 
and which are now before Cougress for their decision there- 
on. 

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


In execution of the special order of yesterday, 
the House resumed the consideration of the ‘bill 
to change the organization of the Post Office De- 
partment, and to provide more effectually for the 
settlement of the accounts thereof.”’ 

The question pending was on concurring with 
the Committee of the Whole in their propositionto 

Sec. 38. And be it further enacted, That from the thirty- 
first day of December, one thousand eight hundred and 

For every single letter, or letter composed of one piece, 
carried not exceeding fifty miles, five cents. 

Over one hundred and not exceeding two hundred miles 
fifteen cents. 


| 
| 
amend the bill, by inserting the following clause: 
thirty-six, the following rates of postage shall be charged 
we all letters and packets carried in the mail of the 
nited States, excepting such as are by law exempt from 
postage, to-wit: 
Over fifty and not exceeding one hundred miles, ten 
cents. 
Over two hundred and not exceeding four hundred miles, 
twenty cents. 


Over four hundred miles and not exceeding eight hun- 
hundred miles twenty-five cents. 

Over eight hundred miles, thirty cents. 

And for every letter or packet composed of two picces 
double these rates ; and for every letter or packet composed 
of three pieces, triple these rates; and for every letter or 
packet composed of four or more pieces 
rates: Provided, That all letters and pack 


ets of one ounce 
avoirdupois in weight, or more, shall be charged single for 
every quarter of an ounce. 


The question immediately under consideration was the 
motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, to amend the 15th 
line by striking out “thirty,” and inserting “twenty-five,” 
cents. 

Mr. CONNOR remarked that the tariff had 
been made out with great care = nw committee, 
after much consultation with the ent, and 
he was well assured that no further reduction 
could be made, without throwing the expenses 
of the Post Office Department, to a certain extent, 
upon the Treasury. c 

Mr. VAN DERPOEL said his objection to this 
item was only one of a series of objections he 
had to the whole section. He entered into a de- 
tailed examination of the old and present rates, 
and contended that loss would accrue by the pro- 
posed new tariff. 


quadruple these 
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the rates of postage were, the greater would be 
the revenue. He was in favor of the motion to 
reduce the sunt’to twenty-five cents as the maxi- 
mum, and was disposed to go still further than 
that, in some of the other rates. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, then sent to the 
Clerk’s table a letter from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to the Committee on the Post Office, on the | 
subject of reducing the rate of postage; which | 
was read. The section had been drafted in con- 
formity with the views of that letter. 

Mr. DENNY thought the committee had con- | 
sulted more the convenience of the Department, | 
its officers and clerks, than the convenience of | 
the people. The effect of retaining the amount | 
of thirty cents for all letters over eight hundred || 
miles would be to cause a great reduction of the | 
revenue, inasmuch as merchants would forward | 
their letters by private conveyances. He was | 
convinced this would be the case on the lines of | 
the large navigable rivers, particularly between | 
New Orleans and the cities of the West. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, was opposed 
to the whole section, and as’soon as his amend- || 
ment was disposed of he should move still further || 
reductions, and if they were rejected, he should | 
move to strike out the whole section, for he pre- | 
ferred the old tariff to the proposition of the com- | 
mittee. As for the reduction from six and a | 
fourth to five cents, and from twelve and a half | 
to ten cents, it was no reduction at all to the peo- | 
ple of the West, for they had neither cents nor 
ten cent pieces, or very few. 

Mr. VINTON was totally opposed to all the 
fection except that of reducing the postage from 
six and a fourth to five cents. Fle wished to carry 
the graduation of reduction still further, and at | 
the proper time he should move an amendment | 
accordingly, making fifteen per cent. on the old | 
rate of postage. This would increase instead of 
reduce the revenue. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG concurred with the gen- 
tleman, that the mere circumstance of reducing 
the tariff would not reduce the revenue; but he 
did not agree with the gentleman in his proposed 
reduction. Mr. C, said he should himself propose 
a different scale of reduction at a proper time; 
which he read. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, disap- 
proved of the proposition of the committee, and 
thould prefer that of the gentleman from New 
York. He urged the gentleman from Louisiana 
not to press his amendment. 

‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, then withdrew || 


it, and 
Mr>CAMBRELENG moved the following as | 


the tariff of rates of postage: 











Retain the first clause of the section, and strike 
outall after the seventh to the fifteenth line of the 
section inclusive, and insert ‘* over fifty miles and 
not exceeding one hundred and fifty, ten cents; 
over one hundred and fifty miles and not exceed- 
ing four hundred, fifteen cents; over four hun- 
dred miles and not exceeding eight hundred, 
twenty cents; over eight hundred miles, twenty- 
five cents. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, entirely 
approved of these rates, and hoped they would 
be adopted by the House. 

Mr. TOUCEY was more in favor of the propo- 
sition of the committee, with the single exception 
of the rate of thirty cents over eight hundred 
miles, than he was of that of the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN advocated the reduction of 
the tariff to the lowest possible rates, and was 
opposed to the section as it stood in the bill. 

r. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, was in favor 
of the reduction from thirty to twenty-five cents, 
but he did not think, after all the proposed addi- 
tional routes were put into operation, that there 
would remain so great a surplus as gentlemen 
seemed to flatter themselves there would be. He 
entered into a variety of details, showing the 
great advantages that would devoive 5 the 


community in consequence of the pro reduc- 
tions e committee. ca 
Mr. HALL, of Vermont, supported the original 


. He had no hesitation in averring that, if 
the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky 
should be adopted, the Post Office Department 


Mr. REED was well convinced, that the lower | 
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would be upon the Treasury, in less than a year 
from this time. He had no particular objection to 
change the rates from thirty to twenty-five cents 
for single letters over eight Sendo miles; but he 
earnestly hoped that every other portion of the 
clause would be retained. 


Mr. HAWES should vote against the amend- || 


ment—against the proposition of the committee— 


against every other proposition in relation to the | 


subject of the rates of postage, because he pre- 
ferred the old plan. With regard to the reduction 
from six and a quarter to five cents, it would be 


no reduction at all to the people of the West, but || 


would benefit the postmasters only, inasmuch as 


five and ten-cent pieces were rarely or never seen | 


in circulation. . 
The proposed amendment was further dis- 


LENG, when the latter gentleman withdrew his 


amendment, and 

Mr. LAWRENCE renewed it; 

And the amendment was further discussed 7 
that gentleman, Messrs. ADAMS, McKEON, 
MANN of New York, REED, UNDERWOOD, 
BRIGGS, VANDERPOEL, MONTGOMERY, 
Pp. C. FULLER, CONNOR, and HAWES. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment originally moved by Mr. CAMBRELENG, sub- 
sequently renewed by Mr. Jonnson, of Louisiana; 
aa it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 90, 
nays 85. 

‘he question then recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, expressed the hope 
that the House would now non-concur with the 
Committee of the Whole in the whole amend- 
ment; for he was convinced the Department could 
not get along with the amendment just adopted. 
He remarked that, at the next session, it was 
proposed to take up the subject of postage on 
newspapers, periodicals, and pamphlets, when 
the subject of rates of postage on letters might 
also be acted on. 

The amendment was further discussed by 
Messrs. WILLIAMS of North Carolina, MIL- 
LER, BRIGGS, FRENCH, LANE, WHIT- 
TLESEY of Ohio, and CONNOR. 

Mr. MANN moved a suspension of the rules, 
to enable him to move that this bill and the post 
route bill, be the special order of the day for Mon- 


day next, at eleven o’clock, and each succeeding | 


day until they be disposed of; which was agreed 
t 


0. 

Mr. MANN then submitted his motion. 

Mr. VINTON moved twelve o’clock; which 
was lost. - 

The motion of Mr. MANN was then agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of Mr. Jounson, of 
Louisiana, was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Postmaster General, trans- 
mitting a statement of the net proceeds received 
at the different post offices of the United States 
for the year 1835; which was laid on the table, 
and five thousand extra copies thereof ordered to 
be printed. 

he House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, May 28, 1836. 


Mr. EWING, of Illinois, presented a petition 
of sundry citizens of Illinois, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a post route; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. L 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, on leave, introduced a 
bill giving the assent of the United States to the 
revocation of the ordinance exempting lands sold 
by the United States in certain States, from tax- 
ation for five years; also a bill to provide for the 
correction of mistakes in the entry of lands; 
which were severally read twice and referred. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom had been referred the 
memorial of Julian Dubuque, reported a bill for 
his relief; which was re 
ond reading. 

The bill authorizing the appointment of addi- 
tional surgeons, was read the third time and 
passed. 





i 
cussed by Messrs. ANTHONY and CAMBRE- | 


, and ordered to a sec- 
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| Mr. BENTON, from the select committee on 
| the subject of the admission of Michigan into the 
} Union, reported a bill supplemental to the act for 
|| the admission of Michigan into the Union; which 


|| was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


| BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading: 

The bill for the relief of James F. Southoron; 

The bill for the relief of William A. Gordon; 

‘(| The bill for the relief of John M. Gamble; 
The bill for the relief of Joseph Hertick; 

|| The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
| tives of Thornton Tyler, inmaaes 

The bill to remit the duties on two bells im- 
| ported for a church in Philadelphia; and 

The bill for the relief of Josette Beaubien and 
her children. 

RESIGNATION OF MR. HILL. 
| The CHAIR communicated the following 
| letter of resignation from Hon. Isaac Hin; 
| which was read: 





ee nc ae 








Wasnincron, May 28, 1836. 
Sir: Having been elected by the citizens of New Hamp- 
shire to the office of Chief Magistrate of that State, without 
waiting a formal official communication of the canvass, and 
it being expedient that I should enter on the discharge of the 
duties of the new office during the ensuing week, I com- 
munieate to you, and through you to the Senate, informa- 
tion that, on Monday next, [ shall resign my seat in the 
Senate. 
With the best wishes of happiness to yourself, and to the 
Senators with whom I have been associated, 
I am, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
ISAAC HILL. 
Hon. Martin Van Buren, Vice President of the United 
States. 

















PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to regulate 
the deposits of the public moneys. 

Mr. WRIGHT made a few observations in 
continuation of his speech of yesterday. 

Mr. CALHOUN addressed the Senate at length, 
in favor of the bill as amended by him. 

Mr. BUCHANAN followed Mr. Caruovuw in 
a speech of some length, in the course of which 
he avowed his preference for the amendment of 
Mr. Waieut; after which, 

On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 28, 1836. 

Mr. McKIM presented, by leave, the memorial 
of the Board of Trade of the city of Baltimore, 
praying that the custom-house officers of that port 
may be placed on an equal footing with those in 
other ports. 

ADMISSION OF MICHIGAN, 

Mr. HAMER and the Chair presented me- 
morials of certain citizens of Ohio and Michi- 
gan, on the subject of the boundary line and the 
admission of the latter into the Union. The 
memorial presented by the former was laid on the 
table; and a motion having been made to lay the 
papers presented by the Speaker on the table, 

r. ADAMS moved that the bills in relation 
to the northern boundary of the State of Ohio, 
and for the admission of Michigan into the Union, 
together with all memorials in relation to the 
same, be referred to a select committee. 

The subject, under the rule, was ordered to lie 
over one day. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a resolution referring 
the papers, &c.,in the case of Mervin P, Mix, to 
the Secretary of the Navy, for the purpose of 
carrying into effect an act of Congress passed 
heretofore; which was agreed to. ; 

Mr. PHILOC. FULLER, from the Committee 
of Claims, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Richard Frisby; and 

A bill for the relief of John P. Hustin and Ed- 
ward N. Tailer. 4 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the House will, on Saturday nest, at 


_ 
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entitied ** A bill anticipating the payment of the indemnities 
accruing to citizens of the United States under the conven- 
tion with France of the 4th July, 1831, and that of the two 
Bicities of October 14, 1832,” and that it shall take prece- 
dence at such hour of ail the other business of the House. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, moved to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. HOWARD asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion; which were not ordered, and the 
resolution was laid on the table. 

Unfavorable reports were made by Mr. WHIT- 
TLESEY, of 
Claims; and 

By Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, from | 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ROAD FROM DETROIT TO GRAND RIVER, 


On motion of Mr. HAMER, (by consent,) it | 
was | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
Secretary of War so to change the location of the route of | 
the United States road from Detroit to the mouth of Grand | 
river of Lake Michigan, that said road may be constructed | 
to pase through the head of steamboat navigation, and other 
important points, fur the accommodation of the travel on 

said river. 
REVOLUTIONARY OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 


On motion of Mr. WARDWELL, the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole was discharged from the | 
further consideration of the bill extending the | 
provisions of the act entitled ** An act supple- 
mentary to the act for the relief of certain sur- 
viving officers and soldiers of the revolution;’’ 
and the same was referred to the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 


Mr, CAMBRELENG moved to take up the 
motion heretofore submitted by him for printing 
an extra number of copies of the annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury on commerce 
and navigation. 

Objection being made, Mr. C. moved to sus- 





pend the rules; which was agreed to—ayes 100, | 


noes not counted. 

Mr. C. then modified his motion, so as that ten 
thousand extra copies (which he stated to be the 
usual number) be printed. 

Mr. HEISTER moved to amend by striking 
out ten thousand and inserting five thousand. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. CAMBRE- 
LENG, HEISTER, ROBERTSON, ADAMS, 
and ANTHONY, 

Mr. GIDEON LEE said, that he was unwill- | 
ing to consume a moment of time unnecessarily; 
but his information on this subject differed so very 
widely from the views taken by some other gen- 
tlemen, that he felt constrained to beg the atten- 
tion of the House for a few minutes. This 
document was by far the most important paper 
emanating from this Government, and was more 
earnestly sought for, as well in Europe as in 
America, saving only the messages of the Presi- 











dent. Not only was it required by every mer- 
chantand trader, as stated by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, but was no less required by every | 
farmer, planter, and manufacturer. This paper | 
recorded truly and faithfully the commercial trans- | 
actions of thisgreat nation, detailing, item byitem, 
the quantity and value of our annual imports and 
exports—the pounds of cotton, tobacco, rice, corn, 
flour,—the manufactures, the total produce of the 
fields, the forest, the ocean, the mines, the shops, 





dollars. 
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eleven o'clock, proceed to the consideration of bill No. 611, 
| 
\| 


call up the resolution heretofore reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, fixing on a day 
for the consideration of the bill in relation to the 
public deposits. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, called for the 
orders of the day. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he had understood 
that the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs (Mr. Bexx] had intended this morning to 
report the Indian bill which was sent to the Sen- 


|| ate near two months ago, and had been returned 
hio, from the Committee of || to the House with variousamendments. He rose 


for the purpose of inquiring whether the report | 
would be made, and if it should be, he hoped the 
House would act upon the bill promptly, as it 
was very important to the public service that these 


BS a should be finally acted upon. 


r. BELL had not reported, because certain 
documents from the War Department had not 
been communicated, but were expected in a few 


|| days. He would, however, ask leave to report 


at that time, and that the bill be made the special 
order for to-day. 
Objection being made, the rules were suspended 


| for the purpose of enabling the gentleman from | 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


May 30, 


not one now remains to enjoy that bounty ex- 
tended to them by their grateful country, to cheer 
their declining years. 

a those who received this bounty, none 
can be found more worthy than Bennett; none 
received it with more ees for it enabled 

| him the better to provide for his aged wife and 








orphan dchildren, and their comfort was 
| dear to him as ‘‘ the apple of his eye.”’ He has 
| been taken from them, and his widow, aged and 
| infirm, and his portionless grandchildren, are 
thrown upon the cold charity of the world with- 
out any means of support. 

Would it not, Mr. President, comport with the 
honor, the dignity, nay, even with the inferest of 
the Government to provide for his widow, (for 
her who was the wife of his youth, the companion 
of his manhood, the nurse of his sickness and 
infirmities, and the solace of his latter days,) who 
devoted his best days to your service in the time 
of your greatest peril? 
services and sacrifices of such men that we are 
now enjoying the privileges of an independent 
nation. To them we owe all our political liberties. 
Itis by the blessing of Providence upon their labors 


destinies of this people. And in these ‘‘ high and 


Tennessee to report the bill—ayes 144, nays 30. | that we are this day deliberating upon the high 


Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs, then reported the bill which originated in | 


the House, making appropriations for the current | 
expenses of the ladon department, for Indian | 
annuities and other similar objects, for the year | 
1836, with amendments to a portion of the amend- | 


ments of the Senate, and recommending the 
House to non-concur in other amendments of 
that body; the bill was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. B. moved to suspend the rules for the pur- 
pose of moving to go into committee on the fore- 


| going bill; which was negatived withouta count. 
| The bill and amendments were then ordered to 


be printed. 
PEA PATCH ISLAND. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill to authorize a compromise, and secure to the 
United States the title to the Pea Patch Island, 
in the river Delaware. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 
it was opposed by Messrs. MILLIGAN and 
INGERSOLL, and advocated by Mr. PEARCE, 
of Rhode Island, when 

Mr. LANE remarked that much time had been 
spent in investigating this stibject, and it was 
— that the debate would, if not arrested, 

e continued for some time to come. Aes the facts 
were all before the House, and as every member 


-was doubtless prepared to vote on the bill, he 


moved the previous question. 
Mr. VANDERPOEL moved a call of the 
House, and asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and were—yeas 83, nays 14. 
A motion was then made that the House ad- 
journ; which was carried—ayes 51, noes 48; and 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 30, 1836. 


Mr. NAUDAIN presented the petition of one 
hundred and twenty of the most respectable citi- 
zens of the State of Delaware, praying that the 


'| pension heretofore allowed to the late Governor, 


amounting to two hundred and cighty millions of | 


Caleb P. Bennett, for his services in the revolu- 


' very man of every trade and profes- || tionary war, may be continued to his widow. 
sion should have it. Ten thousand copies were | 


Mr. N, said: Mr. President, in presenting this 


usually printed, and he was informed by the || petition, I cannot refrain from saying that this 


officers of this House, who have charge of the 
documents, that this number had fallen far short 
of the pressing demands. He hoped the greatest 





presents no ordinary case for the consideration 
of the Senate. 
The late Governor Bennett entered the army 


number of copies moved would be printed. The || of the Revolution in the year 1776, as an ensign 
— item of cost was in setting up the types of || in the Delaware regiment. He continued in the 
thi i 


is tabular printing—this was already incurred. 
The subsequent copies would cost less than one 


third of those now ordered. He hopedthe House |! 


would order the highest number moved. 
After some remarks from Mr. PHILLIPS, 
Mr. MILLER moved the previous question; 
which was sustained by the House; and the mo- 
tion to print ten thousand extra copies of the doc- 
ument referred to, was to without a count. 
Mr. OWENS made an ineffectual attempt to 


service to the end of the war. Brandywine, Ger- 
mantown, Long Island, Monmouth, te ay and 
the well-fought fields of the South, attest the gal- 
lantry of the distinguished corps to which he be- 
longed. Of that corps he was the last surviving 
officer; and, I believe, the last individual. Yes, 
sir—of nearly five thousand men furnished by the 
gallant little State I have the honor 1° p- 
resent on this floor, to the army of the Revolu- 
tion, all have been gathered to their fathers; and 


| palmy”’ days of the Republic, when our Treasury 


services and privations, shall we refuse to snatch 


; 
|| tice and gratitude forbid. 





| 


husband, and t 


upon us and our children. 





tee on Pensions. 
RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 





lution; which was considered and agreed to: 





the Cherokee Indians. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads consider the expediency of establishing a post 
road between Landisfield and Sheffield, in Berkshire coun- 


ty, Massachusetts. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported, without amendment, a bill from 


the House for the relief of Thaddeus Tuttle. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported, without amendment, the bills 
from the House for the relief of John Smith and 


James Steele. 
BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 


The following bills were severally read the sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Commitee of the 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading: 


The bill for the relief of John Almond and 


George Wood; 


The bill for the relief of the heirs of Silence 


Elliott, deceased; 


The bill for the relief of the heirs of James 


Parker, deceased; 


The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 


tives of the late Patrick McGibbons; 


The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 


tives of Colonel David Hopkins; 


The bill to remove the land office from Clinton 


to Jackson, in the State of Mississippi; and 
Zo bill for the relief of Antonio 
others. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
rejected 


tives of Nathaniel Shaver, deceased, was 
—yeas 16, nays 17. 
BILLS PASSED. 


time and 
The to provide for the 


pensions in the States of Virginia and Ohio; 


ir, it is the result of the « 


io overflowing with money, the fruits of their 


from poverty and distress the relict of one of those 
gallant men to whom we owe everything? Jus- 


Sir, let the poor old widow of your timeworn 
revolutionary officer enjoy for the brief residue 
of her days the pension you had extended to her 

Ire blessings of those ready to 
perish will follow us for good, and call down the 
approbation of that God who delighteth in charity 


The petition was then referred to the Commit- 


Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 


| 
| 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of making provision 
for the payment of the heirs of George Galpin of the claim 
which was stipulated to be paid in the 20th article of the 
| treaty of New Echota, of the 29th of December, 1835, with 


jira and 


The following bills were severally read the third 
) of certain 
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1836. 


The bill for the relief of John M. Gamble; 
The bill to refund the duty on two bells im- 











ported for Church, Philadelphia; 
The bill for the relief of William A. Gordon; 
The bill for the relief of James F. Sothoron; 
The bill for the relief of Joseph Hertick; 
The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thornton Taylor, deceased; 
The bill for the relief of Josette Beaubion and | 
her children. | 
| 





DEPOSITS OF THE PUBLIC MONEYS. 


The bill to regulate the deposits of the public 
moneys was taken up as the order of the day. 

Mr. EWING, who had the floor, addressed | 
the Senate in a speech of considerable length, in 
support of the particular views he entertained on 
the subject. The bill had a bearing on two dis- 
tinct matters; both of which were, to his mind, | 
of great importance. The first related to the de- | 
posit and safe-keeping of such amount of the | 
public moneys as was proposed, after its collec- | 
tion, to be retained in the Treasury; and the other 
related to the disposal of the surplus in the Treas- | 
ury over and above that sum. For the disposi- 
tion of the last, two distinct propositions had | 
been made; one by the Senator from South Car- | 
olina, [Mr. CaLnoun,] to loan it out without in- 
terest; and for a certain period, on certain condi- 
tions, to the several States composing the Union; 
and the other by the Senator from New York, 
[Mr. Waieut,] to invest it in stocks on the credit 
of some of the States of the Union. 

The first proposition in the bill providing for 
the safe-keeping of the public money, byadopt- 
ing some arrangements that would be satisfactory 
to both Houses, he had great hopes would be 
determined on, and become a law before the close 
of the session; for from what he had observed of 
the spirit of the Senate during the last week, he 
thought some satisfactory measure would be 
adopted; and he, for one, would do all in his 
power to bring about the adoption of some meas- 
ure satisfactory to Congress and the nation. He 
had not, however, the same confidence that any- 
thing would be done as to the disposition of the 
surplus. In looking to the two propositions re- 
lating to this object, he thought he could ingraft 
amendments on the one of the Senator from New 
York, which would render it more conformable 
to his views than the original bill of the Senator 
from South Carolina, under any modifications 
that could be made to it. One great objection 
which he had to the plan of the Senator from 
South Carolina was, that it legalized the present 
disposition of the public funds; and though the 
same objection applied to the plan of the Senator 
from. New York, yet the objection was not so 
strong, and could be removed by striking out a 
particular section of the amendment. His view 
was, that they should not consider the public 
funds as rightfully placed anywhere, except un- 
der the control of law, and that oy should take 
up the subject de nove, and pass a law declaring 
where ne should be placed, in the same man- 

. ner as if Mey had never been taken from the cus- 
“a of the law. 
he measure for the deposit and safe-keeping 
of the public money could be carried into effect 
immediately; but the other measure for the dis- 
position of the surplus would require much time 
to be put into operation. If they adopted the 
proposition of the Senator from South Carolina, 
they would have to wait for the meetings of the 
State Legislatures to give their assent to it; and if 
they adopted the plan of the Senator from New 
York, much time would be required to enable the 
commissioners to purchase stocks. 

He was satisfied, considering the amount of 
the public money in deposit, that the places of 
deposit were too few. In looking over the state- 
ment of the Secretary of the Treasury he found 
that the deposits in all of the banks were equal 
to the whole amount of their capital stock; and 
that where the largest masses were deposited the 
deposits were sometimes double and sometimes 
three times that amount. The effect of this was, 
that the banks which received large masses of 
deposits must make an_underhand use of them, 
or let them remain idle, because they are not per- 
taitted by their charters to discount more 
a certain amount beyond their capital. They also 
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| providing that the deposits in no bank shall ex- | 





known 


IONAL 











accumulated in their vaults the notes of neighbor- | 
ing banks, whose issues and accommodations to | 
the public were by this means restrained; and, 


' 


therefore, jealousies and distrusts naturally arose, | 
The banks whose notes are thus held up by the 
deposit banks, feeling themselves in their power, || 
fear to discount, and the public therefore suffered | 
by it. To remedy the evils growing out of this 
state of things, he would suggest to the Senator | 
from New York to modify his amendment by || 





ceed half the amount of its capital stock actually | 
paid in. The result of this amendment would be, | 
that it would be necessary to select other deposit | 
banks, who would receive from the present deposit | 
banks the notes that are now held up in terrorem | 
against them, and enable them to go on as form- 
erly with their ordinary accommodations to the 
public. It would also more effectually secure the 
safety of the public money, for it was obvious, || 
that, if a bank failed, it must pay all the demands 
against it, before the stockholders got anything; || 
and thus by having in these banks but an amount 
of deposit equal to half their capital, the public || 
never aan he losers, unless in very extraordi- | 
nary cases, which could be guarded against by | 
selecting banks under the management of men of | 
‘honor and respectability. This amend- | 
ment would also render the banks independent; | 
they would not, as now, be in the power of the | 
Secretary of the Treasury, and liable to be broke | 
at any moment that he chose to remove the de- | 
posits from them. 
Mr. E., stated his objections to the provision | 
requiring that, as a security for the public de- | 
posits, the deposit banks shall have an amount of 





GLOBE. 








specie in their vaults equal to one fourth of their | 
circulation. This provision, he thought, would | 
have a very unequal operation, and was not cal- | 
culated to effect the object in view. It was sup- | 
posing that the liabilities of the banks arose from | 
their circulation only. Mr. E. instanced some | 
banks whose liabilities for their circulation were | 
in a small proportion to their capital, and men- | 
tioned other banks, whose liabilities consisted | 
almost wholly in their circulation. He himself | 
did not look upon the specie in a bank as a test | 
of its ability to pay its debts. There ought to be 
specie in a bank to some extent to meet any sud- | 
den run that might be made on it; but further | 
than this it was notnecessary. If the amendment | 
which he proposed, limiting the amount of de- | 
posits in these banks to half the amount of their | 
capital, should prevail, he thought they need not | 
be so particular as to the amount of specie they | 
had. 

Mr. E., after referring to some other amend- | 
ments that he intended to propose, proceeded to | 
consider the propositions for the disposition of 
the surplus. He considered the plan of the Sen- | 
ator from New York as less objectionable than | 
the one of the Senatorfrom South Carolina, though | 
he was not prepared to express a decided opinion || 
with regard to either. Mr. E. then went into a| 
minute examination of the nature of the stocks | 
proposed to be purchased by the commissioners | 
of the sinking fund, stating the advantages and | 








disadvantages of each, with the effect that lar 
investments in them by the Government would | 
have, both on the stock market and the money | 
market; after which he laid on the table, for the | 
consideration of the Senate, the amendments that i} 
he proposed to submit at a future time. 

r. WALKER said that the unfavorable 
osition in which the State of Se eae would 
iis placed by the measure proposed by the motion | 
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Cat- | 
HOUN] compelled him to trespass for a few mo- 
ments upon the time of the Senate. The propo- 
sition is to loan the surplus to the States, upon 
their Legislatures passing laws to return the 


money to the General Government in certain in- 


stallments upon the call of Congress. Now, (said 
Mr. W..,) Minsinsippl can pass no such law, and 
consequently can receive no portion of this gratu- 
itous loan, and will not, by this bill, be placed on 
an equal footing with her sister States. There 
is a general and comprehensive clause in thenew 
constitution of Mississippi, prohibiting the Legis- 
lature from pledging the faith of the State for the 
redemption of any loan whatever, except by the 
consent, in all cases, of two ‘successive Legisla- 





tures, and then under certain restrictions and 
limitations which might prevent the passage of 
the law altogether. r W. said, asthe sessions 
of the Legislature in Mississippi are biennial, 


| another obstacle would be interposed to the adop- 


tion of any law of that State on this subject 
within any convenient period. This bill then 


|| was a proposition to make gratuitous loans, with- 


out interest, to all the States except Mississippi. 
But Mr. W. said he had other objections to this 
bill. It was a dangerous and untried experi- 
ment. It would greatly complicate and embar- 
rass the relations Serwesn the States and the Gen- 
eral Government, It would make all the States 
the debtor of the General Government and create 
a new and strong pecuniary interest in favor of 
a dissolution of the Union, asa means cf absolv- 
ing themselves from the heavy debts they may 
incur to the General Government under this law. 
The relation of debtor and creditor was not gen- 
erally one of long continued friendship. It was 
an old, but true remark, if you wish to make a 
friend your enemy, loan him money beyond his 
means of convenient payment. The remark will 
apply with full force to the States and the General 
Government. If we wjgh to embroil ourselves 
with the States, andem them the enemies of 
this Government, let us loan them money, as 
proposed by this bill, far beyond their means of 
convenient payment. It is admitted that the 
States will expend this money; and when we cal! 
upon them for payment will it be made? Sup- 
pose a minority of States refuse payment, or that 
a single State refuses, how will we collect the 
money? A suitisimpracticable. Will we then 
collect it by force, or leave it uncollected, to the 
injury of all the States that make payment? But 
if the General Government must loan the money, 
and the States must make geod the loan, how 
will they do it? Will the State Legislatures dare 
to impose a direct tax upon the people of each 
State to refund these uncounted millions? No, 
they will instruct their representatives in Con- 
gress to collect the money required by the Gene- 
ral Government by increasing the tariff and the 
price of the public lands. If the loan be not a 
gift in disguise, an increase of the tariff and the 
price of the public lands is the inevitable result 
of this measure. If it be a gift in disguise, it is 
a distribution of the surplus revenue, which the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Catnovn] has 
denounced as a gross violation of the Constitu- 
tion. And, (said Mr, W.,) if Mississippi could 
really receive her portion, the ratio would re most 
unjust. By this bill the State of Mississippi 
would receive no more than Rhode Island, 
ee taking the votes given in Mississippi 
at the last election as a criterion of her increase 
since the last census,she must now contain three 
times oe of Rhode Island. The meas- 
ure would then be unequal and unjust—doubl 
so when it was considered that Mississippi, 
through the collections from the land office and 
other sources, paid into the public Treasury ten 
times the amount paid by Rhode Island. 

Mr. W. said the amount deposited in the 
deposit bank was large, but from ten to six- 


|| teen millions had been repeatedly in deposit in 


the Bank of the United States. Then it was 
thought all right and proper by that institution, 
and she viewed a restoration of the deposits to 
the bank as indispensable to the salvation of the 
country; but now we are told that the country is 
to be ruined because a large amount is deposited 
in State banks. Mr. W. believed there was in- 
finitely more dapger to liberty from accumulating 
this money in a single bank than from depositing 
it in various State institutions. The evil was 
this, that we never should have collected this 
vast amount from the people; and we should 
now, and at once, reduce our collections by re- 
ducing the price of the public lands and all other 
taxes. Reduce your revenue and taxes, and 
loans or distribution are unnece . Mr. W. 
said the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Cat- 
noun] had fixed the surplus revenue this year at 
about twenty-six millions of dollars. Mr. W. 
‘would not pretend to say whether the Senator 
was correct in the list of items by which he made 
up this amount; but, if he were, there might be 
other items that woul! greatly this sum. 


If the Bank of the United States, as from pres- 
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enh symptome sauinall probable, should have the {f suspend the rules, together with the amendment, 


audacity to retain the stock of the Government in || on the table. 


that bank to pay her pretended infraction of her | 


j 


Mr. HEISTER asked for the yeas and nays; 


charter by the Government, then seven millions || which were not ordered; and the motion of Mr. 
must be stricken off the twenty-six millions, which | Howe. prevailed—ayes 81, noes 56. 


would reduce the amount to nineteen millions; the | 


war, another source of expenditure, yet remain- 


ing. When the Creek and Seminole war terminate || ; i 
this summer, it will be a solemn duty which we || t presenta memorial adopted at a meeting of the 


owe to the people of Florida and Alabama to 


ense may be, beyond the limits of Alabama and || 


“lorida. Protecting che people of Alabama, Geor- 
gia, and Florida, from a renewal of these inhuman 


|| sion of the rules, and asked for the yeas and nays; 


massacres would be much better than loaning || 


money. The number. of Indians in Alabama 
and Florida was about thirty thousand, and we 
must remove them beyond the reach of white 
setilements—peaceably if we can, forcibly 
must; and the expense of removal in this man- 
ner will be enormous. We have now in Alabama 
and Florida a surplus only of blood and ‘misery; 


and we must guard, at any expense, against a || 


repetition of these inhuman massacres by those 


** poor Indians,’’ with whom a certain party once || 


so deeply sympathized, and whom they would 
retain within the settled§Ptages and Territories of | 
the Union, there to committhese terrible atrocities 
upon every age and sex, and to give over the 


bodies of the dead to the wolves and vultures of |! 
the wilderness. No, (said Mr. W.,) these scenes || 
must not be repeated—no party can or does de- || 


sire it. This Indian removal must be instanta- | 


neous, forcible; and the expense will still further || 


greatly reduce our surplus revenue. To the prop- 
osition of the Senator from New York, he had 
some objection. If he voted for it, it would be 


| 
| 
} 


because no other alternative was left; but he || 


hoped that no transfers of moneys from any de- 
posit banks would be permitted to distant banks, 
except for necessary disbursements in other quar- 
ters. His confidence in the wisdom and integ- 
rity of the Secretary of the Treasury was very 
great. He was a most honest and’able function- 
ary; but this was a power which he could not 
desire to retain, and justice required that the 
money in the ew banks at the points where 
it was collected should never be drawn from those 


institutions to be placed in other and distant de- | 


| 
1] 

} 
1 
| PATTON rose, asked to be excused from voting, | 
] 
if 


i] 


pe banks, except when needed for the dis- || 
) 


ursements of the Government. Mr. W. was | 
not satisfied with any of the propositions before | 
the Senate in their present ‘cack 
_ever, that the bill would be referred, and some 
wise and judicious measure would yet be devised; 
it was due to ourselves and the country; and, in | 
sustaining such a measure, he would coéperate | 
to the full extent of his humble abilities. Lot us 
not, however, convert the General Government | 
into a money lender to the States, with or with- | 
out interest. If we do, we will effect a radical | 


change in the relations between the States and | 


the General Government—a change full of com- 


plications and difficulty, and threatening the re- | 


pose, if not the very existence, of the Union. 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the bill was 
then laid on the table, to be taken up at one 
o’clock to-morrow; and, 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 


—+ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 30, 1836. 
Mr. HEISTER moved to take up the resolu- 


tion from the Senate fixing a day for the adjourn- 
ment of Congress. 

Objection being made, Mr. H. moved to sus- 

nd the rules for that purpose. 

Mr. CRAIG moved to amend the motion, so 
as to suspend the rules for the further purpose of | 
taking up and disposing of the resolution reported | 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, fixing a 
day for the consideration of the deposit bill. He 


was unwilling to fix a day for the adjournment | 


until the bills to which he had referred were acted 


on. 
Mr. McKIM moved acall of the House; which 
was lost. - 


Mr. HOWELL moved to lay the motion to 


e hoped, how- || 


il 
i 
if 
i} 
| 


| 
| 
after which it adjourned. 


| to proceed in the call of the yeas and nays. 
Vhen the same was concluded, and before the | 


} 
| 
| 
| 


j 
i 





INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 
Mr. STORER asked the consent of the House 


| citizens of his district, praying Congress to recog- 
remove these Indians at once, whatever the ex- || 


nize the independence of Texas. 
Objection being made, Mr. S. moved a suspen- 


which were not ordered. 


Mr. HARPER moved to amend the motion so || 
| as to suspend the rules for the additional purpose 

of allowing him to present similar memorials || 
|| from citizens of the county and city of Philadel- 
if we | I 


ohia,. 


Mr. PARKS moved to lay the motion to sus- || 
pend the rules on the table. 


Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, asked for 
the yeas and nays on this motion; which were | 
ordered. 

Mr. PARKS then withdrew his motion; when 

Mr. MANN, of New York, renewed it, and | 
asked for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. | 

The motion to suspend the rules for the 


nays 52. 
sent of the House to permit him to present several 


petitions. 
Mr. ADAMS objected, and gave notice that he | 





| would not consent to the presentation of any pe- || 
| tition out of the usual order, as he had various || 
} 


petitions which he wished to offer. 
Mr. CRAIG moved to suspend the rules until | 


| : 4 | 
| one o’clock, for the purpose of considering a res- || 


olution reported by the Committee of Ways and 

Means, fixing a day for taking up and disposing | 
of the bill regulating the deposits of the public 
moneys in certain local banks. 

Mr. OWENS asked for the yeas and nays on | 
the motion; which were ordered. 

Pending the call for the yeas and nays, Mr. | 
and demanded that the question upon excusing 
him be then taken. 

Mr. HAMER hoped the call would proceed, | 
as the question raised by the gentleman was de- 
cided on a recent occasion. 

After some conversation between the CHAIR | 
and Mr. PATTON, the former directed the Clerk | 


decision of the question was announced, 

Mr. PATTON desired to know if the Speaker | 
adhered to the decision made the other day, that 
the vote of the House should be announced be- 
fore taking the question on excusing a member? 

The CHAIR said the result of the vote just 
taken could not be changed by the vote of the 
gentlemen on either side. 

Mr. PATTON desired a decision of the Chair 
on the question which he had made. He could 


not consent that it should be dodged, and that | 


i] 





himself and others should be denounced as fac- 
tious spirits, because they gave a vote on a former 
occasion which the House would not, and did not, 
discuss. 

The CHAIR reiterated substantially the decis- 
ion made on a former day. 

Mr. PATTON appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. He had no difficulty in reference to 
voting on the question upon which the yeas and 
aaye bad been taken. He had asked to be ex- 
cused for the purpose of again bringing up this 
point of order, and with a view of vindicating his 
own course and motives from the most recklessly 
false and slanderous imputations made upon him 
in the paper of the official printers to that body, 
who were enable to issue their daily modicum of 
slander and abuse by means of the public treasure 
poured into their laps by that House. 

Mr. P. went on to discuss the point of order at 
length, and, in the course of his panei, nese 
animadverted with severity upon an editorial ar- 
ticle in the Globe, in reference toa similar appeal 
on a former day. 

_ The SPEAKER briefly addressed the House 
in explanation, and in support of his decision. 
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Mr, CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, then ob- 
tained the floor, and made a few remarks, princi- 
pally in reference to the article in the Globe re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Virginia, which 
he condemned in decided terms. - 

Mr. LANEsaid, as the gentleman fromVirginia 
[Mr. Patron] had no difficulty in voting on the 
—_— to suspend the rules, and as he merely 

esired to bring up the same question which was 
decided the other day, it could not be productive 
of any good to continue the discussion” upon the 


|| appeal; he therefore moved that it be laid on the 
|| table. 


Mr. ADAMS appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion, as, from reasons personal 


| to himself, he desired to make a few remarks upon 


the appeal. 
Mr. LANE declined withdrawing his motion. - 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and 
the Clerk proceeded to call the roll. , 
When the name of Mr. Jenirer was Called, he 
declined voting, and asked to be excused. 
The roll being called through, thc SPEAKER 


|| said that, under the decision of the House the 


other day, he would announce the vote upon the 


|| motion to lay the appeal on the table; and the 
ur- || 
| pose stated, was then laid on the table—yeas 16,0 | 


question of excusing the gentleman from Mary- 
land from voting might be determined whenever 


| the House thought proper to act upon it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, asked the con- || 


| 


Mr. WISE appealed from this decision of the 


| Chair, and was proceeding to discuss the appeal, 
| when 


| 
j 
! 
i 


|| the decision of the Chair. 


| 





Mr. HAMER rose to a point of order, in sub- 
stance ‘‘ that two questions of order could not be 
pending at the same time.”’ 

The CHAIR said that, on taking the yeas and 
nays upon a motion to lay an appeal upon the 
table, arising on a request of one member to be 
excused from voting, another member had de- 
clined voting, and asked to be excused. An ap- 
peal in the latter case had also been taken from 
He was not prepared 
to say that this was, strictly speaking, piling 


Glove, 
and animadverted upon the article in the Globe, 
heretofore referred to. In regard to his refusin 

to vote upon the first resolution reported by Mr. 
Pinckney, Mr. W. said he would have suffered 
martyrdom before he would have voted on that 
occasion—that he could not have been compelled 
to do so by the power intrusted to the Sergeant- 


| one question of order upon another. 


Mr. WISE resumed his remarks on the 


| at-Arms, and that he would have defied the power 


of a standing army to have changed his settled 
determination. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, spoke in op- 
position to the decision of the Chair, and con- 
demned the unwarrantable classification of his 
name in the article in the Globe. He noticed this, 
because the fact of the editors of the Globe being 
the printers of the House gave that paper an au- 
thority it was not otherwise entitled to. On the 
subject of the presidency, no man living knew 
his preference, but he indignantly repelled the 
charge made against him in the Glokg of being 
an anarchist and revolutionist. He should, when 
the time arrived, vote for whom he pleased, and 
should not suffer himself to be driven from what 
he considered right by the abuse and slang of 4 
newspaper. He had done nothing during the 
present session in the slightest degree to retard 
or obstruct the business of the House, nor had 
he raised a single point of order. On the aboli- 
tion memorials he had, until the formation of the 
select committee, in every instance voted to lay 
them on the table. Nor had he once refused to 
vote, or dodged any question. On several occa-_ 
sions he had sustained the decisions of the Chair, 
and should continue to do so whenever he 
thought them right. For that gentleman he 
voted, and his reacons were conscientious 
satisfactory to himself for preferring him as the 
presiding officer of the House. The editor of 
the Globe had no right to denounce him as & 
* factious spirit or anarchist,’’ nor to classify him 
with ‘* White men and Nullifiers.”” 

Mr. HARD called for the orders of the day. 

The CHAIR decided that the question took 
precedence, and must first be settled. - 

Mr. SPEIGHT remarked that it was the mis- 


' fortune of members of Congress to be visited by 
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